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Sermon about Ordination, with Ris Preface 
Ong _ defire of ſome worthy friends, 
oper he ſhould be anſwer d, 
—5 — — qualified for the province them- 
_ ſelves were pleas d to devolve it upon me. They, 
with many jms had obſerv d a great forward- 
nels in Diſſenters of late, not only to vindicate 
themſelves by the Preſs, but tocaſt unwotthy re- 
flections on the Church and her Clergy ; to write 
with an dir of grandeur, as if this were their day, 
and yet to to ſuch mean and —— 
ous arts, as if they were conſeious that their 
Cauſe is not to be ſar and carried on by 
fair and candid pr ings. And indeed; what- 
* hath induc d them to, or encourag d them 
n, ſuch an unpeaceable courſe, the fack | is but 
= plain in the generality of their books and 
pamphlets, that they chooſe rather to provoke 
and exaſperate by contumelious, and even con- 
temptuous, treatment, than to invite us by a 
modeſt and Chriſtian- like behaviour to a calm 
and ſerious debate of the points in controverſy 
— them: as if they had — ſerv d 
keeping up and promoting heats and animo- 
* But ſuch wicked Politicks, by whomſoever 


a 2 put 


I . the Endmination of Mr. Peiver's | 


* 
x 


The Preface. 


ut in . — ainſt our Church, will I hope 
(as I earneſtly wi ih be defeated by God's bleſſing 
on the methods of Chriſtian Prudence on our 
fide, a dutiful behaviour towards our Governors, 
and a careful practice of true Moderation to- 
| wards all men, john d (+ ny an * ef 
Eccle Eftabliſhmen K. 
With ſuc ſents? ft . the tak pro- 
pos d to me: which when I had juſt finiſn dz there 
came out a Book; entitul d, 7 Invalidity if the 
Diſſenting Mauſtry, &c. wherein Mr. Peirce's argit- 
ments on the ſubject of Ordination are ſo well 
anſwer d in the main, that I ſhould” preſeutly 
have dermin d to ſuppreſs my Remarks, had 1 
not been held in — by the following con- 
ſiderations (beſides that general one of the uſe- 
fulneſs of having the ſame truths ſet forth in va- 
riety of dreſs, the better to ſuit the nn, that 
there is in the apprehenſions of Men.) | 
I. 1 have more cloſely and oatcicalerly ex- 
amin d Mr. Peirce : Reaſoni —— the Author 
of The Indalidity, &c. hath done, and thereby 
more fully and evidently expos d the weakneſſes 
of ſome of them, and left leſs room for ſubter- 
fuges and evaſions; if he ſhould think fit to at- 
tempt a juſtification of himſelf and them. 
2. On occaſion of ſome Part of Mr. Peirce 
preface I have examin d the Doctrinal part of 
his other Sermon, An uſeful Miniſtry a Valid One, 
which it did not lies in the way of the Author of 
The Invalidity, &c. to —— but which 1 con- 
ceive to be of a tendency very pernicious to the 
Peace and Order of Chriſts Church. 
3. I have been a great deal more particular 


than, the ſaid Learned _—_ in — 
| 4 =. the 


1 * * * 7 


4 l * 
* * 
2 - - - 


be fene 
the Immoralities of our Adverſarys ct, 
in breach chieſly of the! Duties of Charity and 
Veracity: which kind of faults deſerve a much 
ſeverer Note than any mere weakneſſes of argu» 
mentation, and are peculiarly unbeſeeming ſuch 
— — — — n 

i to be indulg d therein, in regard tot 
tenderneſs of their Conſcien ce. 

was willing to contribute ſomewhat, I wiſh 
it may be with any effect, towards diſcouraging 
that unchriſtian and diſingenuous way of mana- 
ging controverſies; wherein unfair repreſentati- 
ons, groundleſsly confident aſſertions, ambigu- 
ous phraſes, indecent reflections, raſh cenſures, 
and ſometimes downright calumnies, are em- 
ploy d to the deceiving of the unwary, the rai- 
ſing and fomenting turbulent and irregular paſ- 
ſions in men; and the darkening and confound- 
ing, inſtead of enlightning, — underſtand- 


en ieee aer ne * 03 ene A 

In my Remarks belonging to this head it 
will be eaſily ſeen, I hope, that I have careful- 
ly avoided doing Mr. Peirce any wrong; and 
tis now my ſincere defire, that none of my 
Readers would admit of any impreſſions to his 
diſadvantage, without well conſidering how they 
are grounded. And fince I have not meddled 
with his private converſation (nor do I pre- 
tend any acquaintance with it) but have found- 
ed my reprehenfions wholly on what he hath 
made publick, and that by me ſpecified, the 
world may eaſily judge of the juſtice of them: 
tho no one is ſo much concern d as himſelf 
impartially to conſider that point; and I heartily 
wiſh that his profiting thereby may _— | 

| | Upon 


Fe Phefure. 
© Upon' theſe ' confiderativns, being doubts 
— fab. wichin my ſelf; I committed -my--papert 
entirely to the diſpoſal of 4 friend of great 
worth and integrity: who having determin d 
ſor the Publication of them, 1 ſhould now 
gladly uſe his name to do them Credit, were 
I not bound to have 4 greater regard for 
the honour of his judgment, than” to ſerve 
my ſelf by hauarding it in any meaſure. And 
for the like reaſon 1 forbear- to intereſt any 
ether friends in the metit of theſe Remarks, 
n 
any extrinſick rt, hop! may be © 
ſome, if it be bas finall, >. Iu to the peace 
and good” Order of - the Church of Chriſt a- 
mong us, to which they are humbly. and ſin- 
rely offer d; and not being much ſolicitous 
About their fate in any other- reſpeF. 2 4 
I could eaſily, 1 believe, have rendred them 
more agreea he ce 
had 1 not 'choſen rather to confine my ſelf 
within the ſtrict bounds of truth, reaſon and 
charity, tho' at the hazard of being thought 
heavy and unentertaining, than to aim at the 
reputation of writing with life and Spirit by 
taking greater liberties © © 
-  Befides their Candour in the 
is one thing I would more particularly intreat 
of my Readers; that, wherever, my expreſſion 
may ſeem obſcure, or my Remark not juſt, at 
firſt Reading, they would do me the favour 
to review the place and what it refers to with 
attention, before they judge of it: it often 
happening, that what is written with care is 
not perfectiy to be underſtood without, _ 
a that 


ble to the common taſt of the Age 


general, there 


ESE FFF 


The Preface. 
that Curſory Readers do the leaſt juſtice to 
the more cautious and deliberate Writers. Not 
that I am ſo vain as to imagine my perfor- 
mance void of real errours or defects, which 
will need the Reader's pardon; but rather, ap- 
prehending them to be too conſiderable, I am 
the more willing to prevent the undeſery'd im- 
tation of more. And as 1 neyer proposd, 
I do not ex any advantage by not be- 
ing rightly underſtood. 2 
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- Chap. Kin My 
NESS of Mr. 7 Preface to his Sermon, Enti- 
zaled Presbyterian Ordination proy'd Regus 
lar, wherein alſo the Dofrinal part of bis Sermon, 
— 4, An An wictul Miniſtry AJalid. Ons 5 is 


6 


R. P. — the ſecond Weg of his Ft 
face thus, EZuery ane knows what a mighty 
-V Air our Adverſaries have made about Fry 5-4 
-:| 1116 101; lion, confining the Miniſtry to 1hoſe, who bave 
a Prelate's hand laid upon them, whatever the Spirit _ 
which rules in their oo Which ſaying of his may 
ſeem to be ſenſe upon a tranſient view, and may ſerve 
his Party in the way of creating a blind prejudice againſt 
it's Prelatic adverſaries. But it is really, to me at leaſt, 
unintelligible. Had he omitted the laft clauſe [ what- 
ever Spirit, &“. F or, had he ſaid | allowing the Mini. 
Airy to all thoſe | in ſtead of confining the Miniſiry 10 
thoſe } I ſhould pretty well have — 5 him: but 
taking it, as it is, I know not what to make of it. How: 
ever, to prevent the ſcandal ſeeming by it to be level'd 
at Prelatiſts, and our Prelatical Church, let it be noted, 
Thar, alho we do not hold all Miniſters of evil Con- 
verſation to be (ipſo facto) depos d from their Miniltry, 
yet we ſay (and they are the words of our Church 
Art. 26.) /t appertaineth to the Diſcip line of the Church, 
that enquiry be made of evil Miniſters, and that * be 
accus d by thoſe that have knowledge of therr offences, and 


find — found guilty by * judgment be de pos d. In 


mort, 


* 


C a} | 
ſhort, We own as great a regard due to what Spirit rules 
in the heart of ſuch as pretend to be Miniſters of Chriſt 
as can be had thereto Sako the Gift of diſcerning of 
its, and in conſiſtency with Gharity and good Order. 


I doubt. nat bat Mr, F. Mme { for all his talk 


her when WM it. will own,” chat people may be 


oblig d to altem thoſe as Miniſters.of Chriſt, in w 
vet a Voluptuous, Covetous, Ambitious, or Factious 
pirit may reign. 

Our 4 [ he — in —— next words of managing the 


. 7 we. 4407 „ . . 


8 the 
70 than tuen ! bers. Whereas, the 
"Je rake js, deed, the nearelt and the ſureſt we can 
Babe Ferh'df the truth. We chooſe it — 
becauſe the circumſtances of the caſe oblige us toit. 
te puzzling than the way by which rom a 7 
don of 6ther moſt important truths can 
tain d. Not hath Mr“ P. for all his boaſting h 
can he help, the common people to — 
file a way in chis controverſy. I queſtion not but — 
toas Wins my, a5 he tells us he was, 70 let their prople ſee, 
1663 had no need to trouble themſelves about what we bring 
op 2 and Councils; und that” there is a ſhorter 
oy MS Prevences of 3 — and Diſſenting 
| ers. "Tis prudently done, oubr, to keep their 
People'from regarding what we bring from Fathers and 
Councils It were dangerous to let them have an eſteem 
of the ſignificauey of what is to be found in them. But 
of; chat 1 hall ſpeak more in the next Chapter. In 
the mean time, We us briefly examine what his ſhorter 
yay of ſucceſs will come to: for that is the way he 
ſpeaks of for trying the Pretences of Epiſcopal and Di/- 
185 Miniſters. But what Pretences? Not their Pre- 
deen to Kelwlriey, or their being Regular Miniſters, 
His Sermon, Enditüled An uſeful Miniftry, &c. was miſ- 
underſtood: and the Reaſon why he Preach'd and Pub- 
Hili'd" this of Ordination, he tells us, was chief 
Vindicate himſelf and the 2ruth onihat account. 0 om the 
greateſt cauſe of his being miſunderſtood was (he oy 
P 
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131 
Pref. Pag. 5. ) har forne of bis Readers D not 
—— —— but 1magin'd 
argument was 'd to proue . ie Hegularity of a 
Miniſtry by the ſucceſs of it. We are therefore — 
ently caution d againſt that imagination. We muſt by 
no means think his ſhort way of tryal was intended to 
— b of a Miniſtry. But then I cans 
not forbear thinking tis pity tis ſo ſhort; For, certainly, 
People are bound to have regard to Regularity in their 
choice of a Miniſtry, and never without neceſſity to ac- 
quieſce under one which they have cauſe to doubt is ir- 
regular. And what Validity ſoe ver there may be in an 
ar Miniſtry, it can never be Valid to the grand In- 
ts of thoſe, who wilſully, or thro' affected ignorance 
chooſe it before that which is regular. If this be not fo 
Regularity in this matter is but an empty name: 'twas 
not worth Mr. P's while to trouble the world or himſelf 
about the requiſites to it. Tis ſurprizing therefore, that 
he ſhould recommend ſucceſs as a Rule to chooſe a Mini- 
= by, and yet own it will not prove the Regularity 
2067 86 1 ' 148 0 


He will ſay, perhaps, that he did not mean ſucceſs 
alone to be a ſufficient Rule to go by. But Lam ſure he 
ſpeaks not only in the former Sermon, which, he _ 
was miſunderſtood, but in this very Preface, where 

pretends to clear his meaning, as if he intended it for 4 
ſufficient Rule or Mack for People to judge of and chooſe 
a Miniſtry by. Nor can he well be underſtood otherwiſe. 
He here calls it à way of trying the Pretences of Epiſcopal 
and Difſentins Mmiſters, and recommends it for it's 
ſnortneis, which ſuppoſes it, one would think, to go thro' 
ſo ſar at leaſt as are oblig d to go for direction of 
their choice. He tells us here moreover, that in ſuggeſt- 
ing what he did to the people, he only follow'd the exam- 
ple of our Bleſſed Sruiour, who directed bis followers to 
diſcover falſe - Teachers by their fruits, without men- 
toning any thing of their Miſſion, and that therefore bir 
defjen being to teach Men to judge of Minifters pretenſions 
by ſuch a kind of Rule, he purpoſely av d the whole buſt- 
neſs of Ordination. Who can underſtand any _—_— 
__ mM A 2 ns, 


17 - HERE 
chis, than that his intention was ta teach men ti judge 
of, and conſequently to chooſe a Miniltry, without any 
regard to Ordination, or therefore to Regularity 7p 
_ » And as he hath nat now retracted any gory \ his for- 
mer Sermon, however he may have talk — 
with it: ſo there are many expreſſions in that, whi 
repreſent ſucceſs or uſefulneſs as a ſufficient Rule (with- 
out regard to regular Ordination, however) to judge of 
and chooſe a Miniſtry by. I ſhall inſtance in a few. 
In the way of explaining St. Paul's meaning, and to 
clear his Reaſoning. 2. Cor. 3. 3. (which was his Text) 
he, pag. 18. makes the Apoſtle conclude that he mębt 
very well eſtcem the Conver ſiou of the Corinthians by his 
means, as an Atteflation to: his Minifiry, and mig ht look 
upon them as manifeſtly declarid to be the Eprſile of Chriſt, 
written in his behaff, whereby be did in effett ratify and 
ſeal to them and to the world, his Miniſtry and Apoſtlc- 
ſhip. And then Mr. P. proceeds to enquire, how' for 77s 
warrantable far us now 10 efteem any as the Epiſtle of 
Cbriſt, and to form a j t concerning: the - Mmnufters 


of the preſent time by ſuch a kind of Rule, as that which 


the Apoſtle here: goes upon. Then he lays, p. 18, 19. 


I ſuppoſe every one will allow, that tis very deſirable, 
& ſome certain Scripture-Rule ſhould be propos d to ex- 
amine Men's pretenſions by, and that it ſhould: be ſuch 
t an one as is level to the capacities of all, ſince every 
4 Chriſtian is to judge and chooſe for himſelf what Mini- 
e ſtry to fit under. Now with ſuch a Rule I think, che 
© Diſcourſe of the Apoſtle here ſupplies us. For if we may 
judge by the ſucceſs and uſefulneſs of any Miniſtry, 
* that 1s a thing liable to the obſervation of the meaneſt 
* Chrittian, who is diſpos d. ſeriouſly to enquire what 
* Miniſtry he ſhould prefer. F | q 

After this Mr. P. promiſes briefly to compriſe his ſenſe 
of this matter in ſeveral propoſitions; four whereof be- 
ing but Preliminary, the fifth is this, p. 20. © Since thoſe 


v extraordinary gif, which the Apoſtles appeal d to as 


Levidences of their Commiſſion, are univerſally ceas d, 
Ltis but reaſonable the Pretentions of Miniſters ſhould 


* now be examin d by any other evidences they appeal'd | 


ct 


4 
4 
0 
| 
{ 


. 
© * 
. 


adds he ] they did not attempt to eſtabliſh their au- 
4 thority by any weak and inſufficient argoments. 
And agam his 675 propoſition is this, p. 21. Though 
« the ſucceſs of the Apoltles and firſt Miniſters of the 
4 Chriſtian Church might, upon account of ſome cir- 
cumſtances have an advantage above that of the Mini- 
4 ſters of fucceeeding Ages; yet the main Reaſon, why 
« ſueceſs:was an Argument in behalf of their Miniſtry, 
will hold good to vindicate any ſucceſsful Miniſtry to 
< the end of the world. ti bug. If 822 
No that main or principal reaſon was as he tells us 
after wards, it's appearing from the ſucceſs that Chri 
own d their Miniſtry by making it effectual. And “ Sue- 
« ceſs ¶ he fays ibid.] mult as really argue the int 

© fition of Chriſt now as ever. And if his interpolition 
* was formerly, it muſt be {till an evidence of his own- 
ing and authoriſing any Miniſtry. Ny 1 10 
His tb and laſt propofition indeed, as it is at firſt ex- 
preis d, ſpeaks of ſucceſs only as arguing the validity of a 
Mmiſtry. But then in enlarging upon it, p. 22. his whole 
buſineſs is to ſhew, that ſucceſs proves a Miniſtry qt 
approved of Chriſt, and therefore fitteſt to be choſen by 
And after having given his ſenſe of the matter in theſe 
propoſitions, he ſays this evidence from ſucceſs may be 
much ſtrengthen'd by various other circumſtances, and 
inſtances in five particulars : but without a word of. Or- 
dination or a regular Call. And at laſt p. 40. (to paſs 
by many other paſſages to my purpoſe ) he thus beſpeaks 
the common Diſſenters in the Name of himſelf and his 
fellow Teachers, We cannot be in any pain as to your 
opinion of us; for however we ſhould not be Mini- 
ſters in the eſteem of others, who avoid us, and con- 
* demn us without knowing us, yet our Miniſtry will be 
indiſputable with you, who are dar Mork, and the 
© ſcal of our Miniſiry in the Lord. If we may find our 
&* Miniſtry ſucceistul upon you, to increaſe all the graces 


 *of Gods ſpirit in you, we ſhall think we approve'our- 


*ſelyes'the Miniſters of Chriſt, and ſhall be eaſy and 
| L patient 


20, and particularly by this of ſucceſz. For certainly ß 


161 
d . the Cnfures and Reproaches ei ame 
+469 } arr box 12 
This cannot be underſtood but of ſuch ſealing and ap- 
provings as would both juſtify them in acting, and the 


ple in to fit under them, as Miniſters of Chriſt. 
By all this I think it is apparent that he repreſented 


ſuccels as 4 Rule ſufficient for people to go by in their 
Choice of a Miniſtry: And tis 1 he doth not 
fo much as once caution his Hearers againſt underſtand- 

ing him ſo, He doth not ſo much as once ſay, that ſuc- 
| cels, tho one good 

on, or any ching to And particu 
to Ordination, he purpoſely — that whole bufineſs; 
23s he owns in this Preface; TEE be- 
cauſc his deſign was to teach men 0 judge of Miniſters 
Pretenſions by another kind of Rule. 

Tho therefore there are ſome ages in this latter 
Sermon, expreſſing or plainly i , that men ought 
to keep to a nd a jou particularly, to the 
2 P-. — — 
Ordain d, no compelling to — yet it 


be relied 
„ As 


zannot be thought he hath done enough, ei ther to re. 


— juſtly taken at, or to attone for che mii 
chief likely be — ing people to 


Chooſe a Miniſtry by ſucceſs, without r to regular 
Ordination: ſince he lacs, wuout reg — 


— be taken in a ſenſe con 
ſoreſaid regard to regular Ordination, nor ſo much as de- 
clar d — — ſuch a ſenſe; but hath 
rather declar'd the contrary as we have ſeen in this very 


—— and ale d our — ry example for his juſti 


wy > true by is, that —— Matt. 7: IF, &c. 
cautions people to beware of falſe prophets, and directs 
ibem to diſcover them by their ma ny [There 1s no need 


That we are to underſtand by falſe ts, and what by 
their fruits, Mr. P. interprets ah — by falſe teach- 
ers b Without any ſccuple; but for no * reaſon, that 


part of the 
former Sermon, nor ſhew'd how the exce dart paſ- 
nt with the 


of tranſcribing. the | whole fix verſes. The queſtion is, 


I can 


IE e oe tacos: 


ng 


171 


I can a ſe, thanbecaulej maker for his For 
2 14, in w is moſt in the 
En molt ſuitable to the place in — „are 


h a8 falſely pretend to a ſpecial or extraordinary 
Million: from God: whereas foie teachers, are either 
ſuch 2 falſely pretend a Million. from God, whether 


ordinary or —— mes or rather ſuch as teach falſe 
doctrine. And that may 3 way to detect falſe 
ich is not of equal uſe 


1s properly ſo \call'd, 
heirs other-falſe teachers. And this is to dlicable. 
to the way of detecting them by zherr fruus, 25 Mr. P. 
ſeems to underſtand them of their immoral practices. But 
by abe fruits, I conceive we are to underſtand their 
— — — 7. e. chiefly at leaſt their evil teachings. 
preachings; and not their wicked lives; becauſe they 
— ſappos d to come ſheep's chathing. which is not 
conſiſtent with ſuch- open wickedneis of life, as would 
—_— — — pa words are, Anwar 
falſe pro * which come to you-in ſheep's clot 
2 prop — N ll bus ings 
them by — 255 — this, I conceive, is the right 
interpretation of them, A upon your guard againſt faiſe 
Pretenders 10 4 — Myron from Cod, who may come 
Jo 0705 — of mnocence and meehneſs and 
im in ys Cntr their carneft defire is to ruin 
Ka pro of yu : Obſerve the nature and 1 
2 etend — or act as prophets, and 
— you 2 diſcern the fa of their pretences, 1.e. 
the diſagreeableneſs thereof to 1he mind and will of God at 
ſufficiently made known 10 you before. This is the moſt 
natural interpretation, and is confirm d methinks, beyond 
all reaſonable doubt, by the like cautions elfewhere gl+ 
ven us in God's word, whereby we are taught on the 
ſcore of thoſe fruits to reject even ſuch pretended Pro - 
phets, as ſeem to confirm their miſſion by ſigns and wore 
ders. As Dent. 13. 1, 2, &c. Matt. 24. 23, 24, &c. 
But whether I — nightly ſtared our Saviour s mean- 
ing or not, it cannot — That falſe Teachers, as that 
may fignify falſe Pretenders to an ordinary Miſſion from 
God, ot, as it may ſignify Teachers of falſe doctrine, are 
ro 


— 


fruits, dhctrines. But tho' it be true, that: Teachers 


nary Miniſters, not by what they 


— forſaken; may yet be ill livers 1 Mate. 
23. 2 3. 7. — and he the —— ſear. 


All therefore. whatſoever they bid yum obſerve, that obſerve 


and de: bit do not ye after their works ; for they ſay an 


do — which is a plain intimation, eg ap- 
inted Teachers are not preſenily to 9*— on 
| recount of — 

The only ſenſe wherein it 18 true, 3 falſe 
Teachers, belides falſe Prophets (properly ſo.call'd) are 
to be diſcern d by their fruits is, when by falſe. 7each- 
ert we underſtand Teachers of falſe: aberrine, and by 


falſe aottrine' are to be known: by their doctrines, that 1s 
too jejune a truth as 2 I be 
our Saviour's 

- Conlider we now hab Mr. p. ba only follow d 
(wb etends) the example of our Saviour. Our Sa- 
irects men to diſcover falſe prophets: (1 e. falſe 
— extraordinary divine Miſſion) by what 
— and act as prophets, or ( ſay it were) by their 
moral behaviour. And Mr. P. teaches to judge of (I 


know not what) pretences, not of Prophets, but of ordi- 
if 


or do as Mini- 
{ters, nor by their moral behaviour, but by\their.ſucceſs 
in converting or edifying their hearers. This, ſurely, is 
very different from onꝶ following our Saytour 2 
And if our Saviour mentiond not. Miſſion in one cafe, 
that is no precedent for Mr. Ps not mentioning it in an- 
other very different. If a falſe prophet may be diſcover d 
by his fruits, what plauſible evidence ſoever he ma 
atherwiſe bring of his Miflion; it will by no means fol- 
low, that an ordinary Miniſtry; may be choſen or juſti · 
fy'd by it's ſucceis, without 2 by —_ autho- 
vor it is appointed. t 38 0 00 

Bot tis probable that Mr. P. did not Ace our Sa- 
ours Rule about falſe Prophets, ſo much tos quſtify his 


own 


no rr eos resse 


* 


- 
— 
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191. 
on Rule of ſucceſs; as to introduce a moſt confidemt 
and uncharitable cenſure of others. He ſays, that wirb- 
2 — Saviour's — 114 — zo the — ö 
of ' 10 beware of. a great. pert of thoſe . 
my invalidate the — of del 2 Hatt 
becauſe he takes it for granted they are guilty. of ſeveral 
the groſleſt and moſt heinous immortalities, by him par- 
tieulariz'd. Looſeneſi and Debamchery, Unibankfuineſs to 
God and Man for the greateſt Deliuerances; Sowmg Strife 
and Cuntentiun; the ſtirring up 10 Sedition, Rapine and 
Sacrilege ; the incuuraging Rebellion againſt the Beft of 
Kings, and the Prevaricating both with. God and Man in 
Subſcriptions, Prayers; and the moſi plain expreſs' and 
Solemn Oaths, And yet ſuch their guilt is neither con- 
feſs d, nor notorious, nor poſſible to be prov'd. The 
black imputation can be grounded on no better than un- 
certain ſurmiſes; and the confidence of it can never, be 
recoacil'd with the love either of peace or truth, of can- 
dour, charity, or juſtice. n n Sv34 
Should it be ſaid, that our Saviour's foremention d 
Rule is a warrant to the People of England to beware of 
a great part of the Diſſenting Teachers; for that, tho 
they come in ſheep's clothing, with great pretences to in- 
nocence and meekneſs and moderation, yet their bitter 
and uncharitable reflections, their factious and ſchiſma · 
tical practices, the rigorous and arbitrary proceedings of 
them and their diſciples when in power, their eagerneſs. 
after bloud and revenge, theſe and the like fruits ſhew 
them to be inwardly ravening wolves: This were no 
more than might be ſaid, upon as good grounds at leaſt 
as what is ſaid by Mr. P. But his uncharitable cenſures, 
| how provoking ſoever, ſhall never be retaliated by me; 
much leſs his confidence in them imitated, I ſhall but 
juſt add, that if the perſons intended to be accuſed were 
really guilty, tho' — certainly deſerve to be, 
not only depos d from the Miniſtry, but cut oft from the: 
Church, yet his ſo peremptory interpretation of our Sa- 
viour's Rule about falſe prophets to ſuit their caſe, would 
be altogether unjuſtiſiable; as from the aforeſaid account 


of it may be ſeen. 
1 | B But 


ee. 
Bat to return to Mr. P- Rule of ſacceſs. 


ſays Pref. p. 3.) bave ober- lab the nature 


1 
that ſue> 


ceſs e Sermon; wwhith is no other than 


forming Chriſt in Men, ſo as that they become the Epi- 
„.. 
This is a very uncouth way of 
but from it and what he ſays in the Sermon refer d to, 
| ſuppoſing him to ſpeak good ſenſe, we may gather his 
meaning to be this, viz. That the fucreſs he ſpeaks of is 


> 


the making men true and ſincere Chriſtians, fo that their 


converſation, thro' faith, be conform'd to the Rule of 
the Goſpel, and appear a kind of tranſcript of the Mind 
and Will of Chriſt, , — be HEE 
- "Tis manifeſt that a real inward converſion is inclu- 
ded in Mr. P—'s notion of ſucceſs; becauſe without that 
Chriſt cannot be ſaid to be form d in Men. But thenee it 
will follow that we can no better judge of the ſucceſs of 
any Miniſtry, than we can of the hearts of thoſe, who 
live under it. And this I deſire may be remembred anon. 
In the mean time let us ſee how he farther explains himſelf. 


Sue, he tell us, have thought the ke could not 
| grove bis. Apoſileſhip by ſucceſs; becauſe then every ſuc- 


ceſsful Mmifler would be 2 Apoſtle. A ſbort an- 
| 27 to N Ga wrongs 2 — 
it ſeffecient, acceſs only proves men io ve what 7 
pretend to, and not what they do wot. This is a ſhort 
anſwer indeed, but not ſufficient. For, if this be fo, 
then if any pretend a Call to the Miniſtry by ſpecial Re- 
 velation, fuceeſs will prove ſuch their Call. Then too, 
ſucceſs will prove the Regularity as well as the Validi 


of any Miniſtry, that doth but pretend to it. And ſo 


ſtill upon Mr. P—'s principles it will prove more than 
himſelf would have this his anſwer 
to ſuch kind of objections. 


But it is time now to ſet the truth of the whole mat- 


ter in a clearer light; which I ſhall endeavour by enqui- 
ring, 1. How the Corinthians were the Epr/tle of Chrift in 
Se. Pan's behalf. 2. Whether that will warrant any Pre- 
tended Miniſtry that is ſucceſsful. And, 3. How far ſuc- 
ceſs . recommend any Mini 


y. Now, 
i, For 


explaining hümtelf: 


MA” __ ET” e 


ma wie i ans tt. iron . in 
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x. For ſettling the firſt point we are to conſider the 
words of St. Paul 4 Cv. 3. 1, 2, 3. Do we begin again 
#0 commend our ſelves? Or need we; as ſome others, epi 
les of commendation to you, or letters of commendation 
you? Te are our Epiſtle, written in our hearts, 
tnown and read of all men. Fer as much as ye are mani- 
fefily declur A to be the Epiſtle of Chrift, miniftred by us, 
turiiiem not with ink, but with the ſpirit of the lrums Cad? 
wot in tables „ but in fleſhly tables of the beart- 
Where, the firſt yerſe needing no explication, the other 
two way, I concave, be rightly paraphras d thus, ws. Ye 
x ves are in effect, a commendatory Epiſtle in my 
& behalf; an Epiſtle, as never out of my affectionate 
© remembrance [unleſs the Reading ſhould be, Ju your 
« hearts, as ſome Copies have it, and ſeems more natural] 
* ſo, open and legible, to all the world. For as much as 
© your Converſion, ſo miraculouſly wrought, manifeſtly 
© appears to be the work not of me, but of Chriſt by my 
* Miniſtry, ſo that ye are in effect his Epiſtle certityi 
te me to be his Miniſter; an Epiltle, not written wit 
© ink (as the letters of Men commonly are) but engra- 
4 ven by the power of the Holy Gholt (miraculouſly con- 
* curring, by Chriſt's appointment, with my Miniſtry) 
© not on Tables of ſtone, (as the ten Commandments 
ere) but on fleſhly Tables, to wit, the hearts of Men. 
The Corinthians therefore (according to my injergep- 
tation) were the Epiſtle of Chriſt in St. Paus behalf, in 
regard of their miraculous Converſion by his Minſtry, 
i. e. in regard of che miraculous operations of the Holy 
9 credit and force to his Preaching. 
Mr. P. I ſuppoſe will —_ here againſt the term 
I mirgcylous ] and perhaps will ſay that it is brought in 
without ſufficient ground in the words of Scripture. But 
fince Mr. P. himſelf infiſts that the Corinthians were 
ſuch an Epiſtle in regard of their Converſion by St. Pauls 
Miniſtry; ſince they were certainly Converted in a mira- 
culous way, St. Pan himſelf alledging, 1 Cor. 2. 4. that 
—_— among _—— _ * 7 wr 
Aar Wiſdom, but in demonſtration of the ſpirit, an 
of Power, And, 2 Care 12. * the ſigns of au 4 
9 2 


tan 
mg how ir Harleute, in ions and 


known and phy 6 and hoy the more manifeſtly declar d 
to be ie Epiſtle of Chriſt, by the miracufous ſuanner of 
their converfi ion, LAOS n She Ay do ſuppoſe rhejr” bare 
- converfion refer d to, without- 5 05 to ide ſaid — 
of 1 it; Which makes ſo evidently St. Paul's 22 
and gives ſo much clearneſ to Ul redfoning. ou 
But now, I it were in this regard that St. Paul repre 
Kuss the Corinthians as Th E le 22 in his be- 
half, if it were theif miracglous Conve he argu'd from, 
in ivmanifeſt,”" Io z ron es 311 
2 That this Arnet Warrant auß other Pretended Mi. 
| niſtry, that is ſpecefsful, unleſi it be miraculouſly ſo, 
' 1.6; fuoceſsful by miracle. The difference between ordi. 
wur and mene ſucceſs makes ſo great a difference in 
| the evidence of the atteſtation! thereby given to the ſuc- 
ceſsſul Miniſtry that no tolerable argument can be drawn 
"froin the ſuffieiency of the latter to that of the former. 1 
proceed therefore th enqu fre, A7 
4 5 How far ſycceſs may jultify or ebenen any Mi- 
And lere the quettion 3s about ordinary ſucceſs; 
the 1 of that which is extraordittary or 9 be- 
ing out of the preſent diſpute; Atid by ordinary fucceſs 
I mean ſuch as proceeds from the ordinary concurrence 
of the Bay Ghoſt, with che Miniſtry of Man. And ſuch 
ſueceſs, I will neither prove à due or ſufficient Call 
to the Mini fy, nor yet juſtify, or ſufficiently: recom- 
mend, the Mrniftry"o! of ſueh $3 have no due Gall or 
i Million. 2 9 
It is uſual, we know, 9 — — good dor cf 
of to wake the wickedneſs of men ſubſervient to his 
glory, and to cenipaſs 2 good end by means in the hu- 
man Agents finfol. And therefore good ſucceſs alone can 
never Juſtify the actions of Men inſtrumental to it. 
More particularly, it is not at all ſtrange that God 
ſhould ſometimes give force and e to his Word and 
other means in themſel ves proper, tho” apply d by uſur- 
per of che — eſpecially for the benefit of m 


. - flle were 1 
FN N 55 4; and laſtly ſince they were, f 
undeniably an 25 ue (as it were the more eniverſally t 

n 


. 


ot 
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1 
vi tho ſi aplicity of their hearts miſtake thoſe uſurpers 
for Jawful Miniſters, and would not otherwiſe adhere to 
them. And cherefore the ſucceſs of the Miniſtrations will 
I- ove a right or due Call to the Mini 2157 
It is true indeed, as Mr. P. argues ( datt of the — 
wer Serwon') tha the ſueoeſs we of proves the in- 
terpoſition of Chriſt, vis. ah his ſpiru in d the hearts of 
Men. But that ſueh ancerpoſttion of Chriſt by his ſpirit 
( in the ordinary way) — evidence of his own- 
ing and authorizing any Miniſtry, is manifeſtly falſe: ſo 
manifeſtly, that / that conſideration alone is enough to 
convince us, that St. Pan in the words before conſider d, 
tid not intend to urge any ordinary ſucceſs as a ſuflicient 
evidenoe of his r Ne as 1 
on. e: 
And if ordinary ſucceſs be (as I perde Mr. b. 
himſelf, if put to it, will own chat it is) in ſaſficieut 
to prove à due Call; it muſt gf courſe be allow d to be 
inſufficient either to: ja/ che exerciſe, or direct the 
Cbolce, of a Miniſtry. For if the want of regular Or- 
dination may in ſome caſes be diſpens d with, 2 with- 
out a due Call, 7. e. — tn intimation el ce Win 
of God, appointing ſuch or ſuch Per ſons to act as his 
— voiker ought they to preſume to act, or pthets 
to make uſe of them, s his Mmilters. it 
Beſides, if that Succeſs, which Mr. Pl tells us he argues 
from which is the Forming Chriſt in Men, would infer 
bro amy yet would it not ſerve a u Rule whereby to 
e of Men's. Pretences thereto; becauſe it is neither 
—— in it ſelf, nor by any ordinary tokens to be 
certainly collected by mort Men. Hardly can a Man 
know that Chriſt is form'd in himſelf; and much leſs 
can he know that of others. God alone can with cer: 
_— diſtinguiſh between Hypocrites and true Saints; 
unleſs when, upon ſome extraordinary oceaſion, he is 
pleas d to give Men ſupernatural Notices in that kink 
a thing that very rarely, ot never, happens in theſe days, 
And tho we are bound in Charity not to cenſure any 
as Hypocrites, whoſe Behaviour, as appearing to us, 18 


ne, yet the loye of truth will not ſuffer us 
to 


t 
to infer a Man's 6 —— 2-ching 


certain, from any ordinary good outward Behaviour, nor 
prudence unneceffarily to direct our on conduct in 
matters of moment by ſo unceruin an inference. And 
1 made RE — — 1 
congregations, An- 
ctity (ſuch ea , v0 mow 1+; —— 
to judge by) are greater and more numerous than 
nary, yet 3 endud with — 
and ſubſtantial Pola 2 Beſides, if we 
could diſcern when Chriſt is form'd in Men, yet were 
u impoſſible to know, in any ordinary way, and with 
aby- certainty; that that work i he by ſuch or ſuch 
a Miniſtry, as infiromencl — and not by ſome 
other method of Divine Grace; unleſs we may be other- 
wiſe aſſui dy that the ſaid Mumiltry is of God, the that is, call'd 
by him, and ſo entitled to his bleſſing and concurrence. 
The wiſeſt of uninſpir'd Mortals there ſore are not 
competent Judges of the real in ward Succels of any Mi- 
niſtry, much leſs the ordinary ſort of Chriſtians. And 
yet Mr. P. is pleas d to recommend his Rule of Succels, 
as level to che eapaeities of all, p. 18, 19, of the former 
Sormon. 1 Bec Mr. F. af Nei, told us, out of a 
8 © obrine with, A _—_ 
argues from is the forming Gbit in Hen, will not 
kr a, rb and ſay, that dies no more by it, than 
che bringing their outward converſation to a Chriſtiart- 
like form : che L ſee ſeveral indications of an unſettled - 
neſs in his notions about this matter. But if he doth, tis 
however manifeſt, that if real in ward Succeſa will not, 
much leſt will the outward nce thereof, 1nfer a 


due Call, or con recom- 
= D or ſufficiently 

If it be adk d — will wot at leaſt, 
prove be ty of a_ Miniſtry ; which i all ha 

P ſeems now willing to contend for : 1 

all his argumenm have tended to ſhew, ä Sue 
proves a Miniſtry on d and authoriz d by Chriſt, which 
1s, in effect, duly call'd; and i it doth not prove That, 
c » 
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be ſafficient to prove it Valid. But to come to the mat. 
ter. A Miniſtry is fo far valid as it is effettual to thoſe, 
purpoſes, to which Chriſt intended the Miniſtry in his 
Church be effectual. And ſo it may be Valid either 
in all reſpects, ot only in ſome. And wherein it is Valid, 
it may be ſo, either (per ſe) in its on Right proceed - 
ing from Chriſt 's inſtitution of, and promiſe io his Mi- 
ary, or (per accident) accidentally, as to the ſaid 
Minutry, i. c. out of ſuch regards of the Divine Good- 
neſs, to which it hath no claim. te et er 
Now whether a Miniſtry be Valid, fo far as it is ſuo- 
ceſsful to the proper es of a Miniſtry, can be no 
ueſtion; unleſs it may be doubted, whether a ſucceſs-; 
| Miniſtry be ſueceſaful. But Succeſs in one reſpect 
will not prove a Miniſtry Valid in anothers not in- 
cluded in that. And if any Miniſtry (fo term'd) have 
not a due Call, what ſuccels ſoe ver it may ſeem to have, 
it ean have no real Succeſs or Validity but what is acci- 
dental to it. It hath no elaim to the Divine concurrence 
with, or bleſſing 7 5g the acts of it. Chrilt's inſtitu- 
tion of, and promiſe to, his Miniftry, have no relation 
to any, but what is duly call'd, in the ſenſe: before ex- 
plain And for this reaſon it highly concerns all Chri- 
ans carefully to avoid living under any Miniſtry, how 
facceſsful focver it may ſeem, which is not duly call'd. 
But all the reſpects in which a Miniſtry may, or may not, 
be Valid, are reducible to theſe two, 1. As to what con- 
cernsthe eternal Salvation of Men, and 2. As to what 
concerns the outward Polity of the Church. 
1. And here I will readily grant, that every Miniſtry, 
that (by the aſſiſtance of the H. Ghoſt) is ſucceſsful ra 
the forming Chriſt in Men, 7. e. to the begetiing in them - 
a true and hvely faith (which includes — is 
Valid to the putting ſuch perſons into a State of Salva · 
tion: all they in whom Chriſt is ſo form d being, I con · 
ceive, Members of the inviſible, if not alſo of the viſible, 
Church of Chriſt: of which latter if they are not Mem- 
bers, it muſt (in conſequence of the ſuppos d formation 
ol Chriſt in them) be their misfostune, and not their 
3 vwiltul-fault,. Nor will I take upon me to deny, 


that a 
Mi- 
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Miniſtry not dul cal d may; accidentally, have ſuch ibo 


ceſs upon ſonte-perſons. on 1h) ot oh LM / 


Bat this is vertain,, and always to be remembred, that 
as no — ordinary ſucceſs is ſuſſicient to prove 
a due Call, ſo no Miniſtry, not duly call'd, can be ſuc- 


ceſsful, or valid, to the Sal vation of any that live under 


it, unleſs it be thro' their inculpable, or rather excuſa - 
e, ignorance or miſtake, i. e, ſuch as is attended with 


a ſincete love of truth, and deſire of right information. 


To chooſe an uſurped Miniſtry yu ſeemingly ſucceſs- 
Fal ſoever) is a ſin: which, if wilfully committed, muſt 
certainly (till repented of) exclude. from the kingdom 
of Heaven. „ 1 | tis 5 G15 

2. As to what concerns the , outward Polity of the 
Church, a Miniſtry is then Valid, when the Acts of it 
(as v. g. its Excommunications and Abſolutions) are of 
right to be admitted as effectual to all the purpoſes of 
Eccleſiaſtical Order and Diſcipline, or, not to be ad- 
judg d or treated by the Church as void and null in thoſe 


regards. And in this reſpect I conceive no Miniſtry to be 


Valid, which hath, not both a due Call to the Office, and 
fuch an one as may fall under the cognizance of the 
Church. For, ſince they who have not a due Call to 
the Miniſtry have, manifeſtly, no Authority to act as 
Miniſters, and a Call which doth not appear is to the 
Church as none, I can ſee no reaſon, why the Church 
ſhould be obligd to proceed upon their pretended Mini- 
ſterial Acts as Valid, who do not appear to have a due 
Call to the Miniſtry. And therefore ſince ordinary ſuc- 
ceſs will not prove ſuch a Call, neither will it give or 
ö 
Vet, it doth not hence neceſſarily follow, that all 
Bapuſms, perform d by ſuch as uſurp the Miniſtry, are 
to be accounted void and null; but only that they have 
no right to be adjudg d Valid by the Church, as the Acts 
of a Miniſtry; being no otherwiſe to be eſteem d of than 
as Lay-· Baptiſms, be they valid or invalic. 

I have been much longer than I intended on the 
Queſtion of — Miniſters by their ſucceſs, and (tho 


I have not throughout particularly examin d) I hope I 


have 
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have anſwerd Mr. Ps Sermon on that Subject, as well as 
what relates to it in this Preface, ſo far 38 to ſhew the in- 
ſufficiency of the ſuccels, he ſpeaks of, to juſtify, or direct 
the choice of any Miniſtry, or to prove it Valid, either as 
to the outward Polity of the Church, or as to the Salya- 
tion of any that adhere to it without the plea of excu- 
ſable ignorance or miſtake. I have been the longer, be- 
cauſe I would adapt my Anſwer, as well to the tendency 


of his Arguments, as to his Intention by them; and 


becauſe his notions appearing unſettled and confus d., 1 


was oblig d to ſtate the whole matter, leſt I ſhould miſs 
the particular point, or points, which he may at laſt 
chooſt to inſiſt upon. The Tendency of his Arguments 
is to prove ſucceſs! in converting and edifying, a ſuffi. 
cient evidence of a. Call to the Miniſtry, and to per- 
fwade people to reſt ſatisfied in, and to chooſe a Mini- 
ſtry that appears to have ſuch ſucceſs, without troubling 
themſel ves about its Ordination, or any other evidence 
of its Call! But that this was his Intention, he will not 
own: and whether he ever will, or can, give a clear and 
diſtinct account of what he did mean, I cannot tell. 
Leome now to that paragraph of Mr,.P-—'s, Preface ;; 
which begins p. 5. with [What my Sentiments are, Gr. 
But with that I am little concern d. His ſentiments of a 
Regular Miſſion are conſider d at large, and the Weak- 
nels of his Reaſons: for them ſhew'd in another place. 
And te the queſtion of the Validity of the Miniſtrations 
of ſuch as are not duly, Call d or Sent, I have juſt now 
ſaid what is ſufficient. One thing only it may, be pro- 
per to add here, That noching but ſpecial Revelation 
or Neceſſity can amount to a due or ſufficient Call with- 
out regular Ordination. And herein I conceive Mr. P. 
will agree with mme. Erw 
As for imagining, that God will damn any one that 
acts as a Miniſter, merely for want of a Ceremony in his 
Ordination, omitted not thro' Wilfulneſs, but Miſtale, and 
damn all thoſe who attend bis Miniſtrations; how Chri- 
ſtian ſoever their Temper and Converſations are; and as 
tor inva/idating the Miniſterial Acts of all Proteflants but 
our ſelves, and diſowning the 9 F all Diſſent- 
. 88 ers, 


Epiſcopal Ordination, invalid, and thereupon aſſert out 
Diſſenters, and all that live under ſuch 
be ont of the Catholick Church, aud Aan k, 


— — — 


Tn 
e eee Feathens, 
, ; Theſe things be] ng noo 


or to our Chore authenti 
fuaded, to few of her Members. 

ſequences faſten d on, than Conclalions — by, een 
choſe whom be intends by /arions , and whoſe 
principles he ſtyles mnycharitable and wit 


For among us, who go fartheſt in udgin 
dr ge fuel {or get jodging Lay- 


iniſtries, to 


Grace, yet do not configit chem all & everlaſti 


— 


do not ae hah nr my hart ew may have ho 

and an entire „ and will not unce 

foch (tho nl gp: enfje 5 250 benefit * an wing on my 
miu d. 


rang to be eternal 

fo far to 

namt, of God. And as for their jodging ſuch as afore- 
fiid ro be our of the terms of the Covenant, I am fure 
Mc. F. doch got 1 barn this proceeds from want of 
Charity in them, His oenſures of them are much more 
evidently oncharitable, and therefore wicked, than their 
Principles, Shoald [ Jade ſuch and ſuch (be they who 
or how 8e oever) to be out of that path of Salvation, 
r fob IL I 

blith ſu nt, and ea warn 

their ſu ch. my, 1 3 tho I were miſtaken, I cannot 
imagin Thon preſen tly be oenſur d as ancharitable 
therein, I heartily wifh, they who in ſeafon, and out 
of feaſon, make 5 mich noiſe about Charity and Mode- 
ration, would zt the ſame time expreſs their fincere re- 


| | 79 Vertues by the Practice of them, and not 


ve, as if the duties of Peace and Love were incom- 
bent upon their adyerſaries and not upon themſelves. 
Mr. P. in the Sermon and Preface, under conſideration, 
gives too indications of ſoch an unequal temper; 
ie if the 01 prevails among his F lock, et their con · 
verſation otherwiſe be what it Hl, © 


Ton ng B's Oe fr 


hey are far enough 


Rule 


A id ele however, t 2 | 


is behalf. His own 
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ble, 
than # they were du 
was the rather led to give 
| «any ng py Far} woe... * 
1 = viſt Flypeocri) . 
Ze Y 
{ame that he call'd _ 


pp nt Ko the vileſt | type. 
ws is, ſurely, 10 trauigte ee Charity 
Mr. F expreſſion too is obſervable ; in = he 
7 theſe Men earneſtly ſtrove (vis. by the firſt Draught 
che Foggy Fry rs, the is Now ( ub by 
e 10 f a _ to 
= aſperity of the word as the Difleni- 
ers are by the Law Indulg d to "Gn lues from 
our Churches, and to worſhip God publickly in their 
own way, without being liable to be proſecuted for the 
Ame, in any Eccleſiaſtical Courts, they cannot, cer- 
tainly, be Gig to be brought into their former Zondage 
to thoſe Courts : and the taking away that legal Indul- 
gence was not attem ue the dos — refers to. 
And therefore the fa, as here charg d, 1 
n af Speech true. — _ i 


eee. TOI 
Ins che ſame paragraph Mr. P. calls the doctrine, from 


which Church- men were wont to infer, that the Diſſent- 
ers are liable to the Cenſures of our Church ax ch 
Doctrine, thereby plainly, but uncharitably, inſinuating, 
that they were time - ſer vers, who taught that doctrine. 


In the ſame par. he tells us, chat the Primitive Church 


ſcorn'd to recerne am part of their maintenance from Fea- 
thens, pron der dk Ar and would have us 
of the Church of England to follow that example, in re- 
lation to Diſſenters, in caſe we will not own them as 
Baptiz d Members of the Catholick Church. But the 
fact here as to the Primitive Church is what no Man of 
Wei en ert in. 

It is true indeed, that the Primitive Clergy, before 
Conflantine, receiv d little, and generally none, of their 
Maintenance from any but the Members of the Church. 
But chat they never receiv d any thing towards it from 
others, doth not appear, much leſs that they ſcorn d it. 
St. Paul, J am ſure, did not ſcorn to receive kindneſſes 
from Unbelievers ; whereof we have more inſtances than 


one, A728. And the Church receriv'd Revenues . 


from the Emperour Conflantine, long before he was a Ba- 
ptiz d Member of the Church; and ſuch too, as aroſe out 
of the Poſſeſſions of Infidels, as well as Belie vers. I won- 
der therefore with what face Mr. P. can talk as he doth. 
Now as to our Practice, who are the Clergy of the 
Church of Egland. What here and there one of us re- 
ceives now and then of Diſſenters, by way of Preſent 
or Free Gift, I ſuppoſe, doth not trouble Mr. P. It is 
too little to give him any concern. And ſhould we ſcorn 
to receive any ſuch thing of any of them, it would be 
no commendation of our Charity. And as to our legal 
dues, eſpecially our Tithes ; in receiving them of Diſ- 
ſenters, we do but receive our own; and are no more 
|  beholding to them on that account, than a Landlord to 
2 Tenant for paying his Rent. They are the Church's 
Patrimony: and if we count the Diſſenters to be out of 
the Church, that can be no reaſon ſure, for relinquiſh- 


ing to them part of che Patrimony of the Church. If 


e count their Miniſters to be no Miniſters, that can be 
11 * 13.2: de 
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no ground for leaving that which is the proper portion 
of 2 true Miniſtry 15 them. Mr. P. TT Fell to 
remember the Commandment, Thon ſhalt not cover. 
Alter this he ſpeaks of a furious generation, whoſe all 
pin he very lite regards, and ſays of them, that rhey 
pretended, that they only are the irne Church of And, 
and be Reſt are f n Church. And here alſo I'know 
not how to ſalve his Veracity. For as by che furious ge- 
neration, it cannot be ſuppos d he means only thoſe of 
the Nonjuring Connnanion; ſo in the great body of thoſe, 
who profeſs themſel ves of the eltablilh'd Epiſcopal 
Church owning the preſent Government, there is no part 
or generation, denying che reſt to be of the ſame Church; 
tho ſome may eſteem others too cold and indifferent in 
the Intereſts of it. 1 9th . * 
Mr. P. concludes his Preface with àa Quotation from 
a Book written, it ſeems, in the lite King James's time 
by the famous Dr. Burnet, after wards Biſhop of Salisbury. 
The words ſeem to contain an unworthy reflection on 
the then paſt behaviour of the Church of Euglana, and a 
terrible prediction in caſe of her returning to the like, 
that is (ſays M. P.) in bearing hard upen the Diſſenters. 
I have not the Book, and ſo, whether the words are 
righty interpreted, or fairly quoted, I know not. "Tis 
however, no great matter. The Doctor was a fallible 
Man, a ſevere Cenſor of Churchmen, and no Prophet. 
And ſhould our Church in ſome Caſes , after numerous 
provocations, bear a little hard upon the Diſſenters, I 
cannot think, ſhe would preſently be abandon'd both f 
C and Man, and ſet both Heaven and Earth againſt 
Fler. Tis my hope, however (as well as my with) that 
the will always comport her ſelf with Chriſtian candour 
and equity towards them, that her true Moderation 
be known unto all Men, but yet with ſuch witdom and 
courage, as may by Gods bleſſiug, ſecure her from the at- 
tacks of that furious Generation, which there manifeſtly 
is among the Diſſenters, and to which Mr. P. himſelf by 
ſome features appearing in his Writings, and by me ob- 
ſery d in this and the following Chapters, ſeems to belong. 


Chap. 
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M*. Peirce. Wing cakew am. 4. 2. far his Text 
propoſeth p. 11. to conſider three things; the 
ſecond eaten Macy ' 4 jane of Men's ua 
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ITY TN wage what they 
he undertakes, 


The latter pacs aof which enk beegess rs upon p31. La > 6 
Andabere it i char I ſhall now begin l 
rranſcribing his own. words on this head, i The 4 
hereof are theſe,” COR A VERS 
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Pacy, and we partieulariy of the Church of 4 
oppoſe ſuch as. Mr. P. in Gaining the Power of Ordivs- 
uon, and maintain that it belongeth not to mere Preaby- 
dern, but to Perſons of an higher Order. And had he con- 
tented himſelf with this ſtate of the Caſe, and proceeded 
immediately to the meris of it, he had done much better, gy 
han by lening himſelf looſe into ſuch unfair and un- gr 


ſcholarlike repreſentations, as follow. _. 
Their notion is: that there is one ſort of Miniſten, 
* who have a Power of Reading P and Homilies, 


* of Preaching and Adminiſtring the Sacraments = 
Shave 


« have not the Power of Ordination and Government 


Presbyters of offeri op hs yea 
a Peer of 
Reading Prapers ) is manifeſtly derogatory and contemp- 
tuoua, — unbecompyg be bavioa towards 


Se, which for ſeveral reaſons/he ought to tteat 
wirh reſpect and good mannem, if his Conſcience will 
not fuller him to joyn in her Communion. * 
And whereas he repreſents it as our notion, that mere 
Presbyters have not the Power of Government o 
mirted to them; it muſt be noted, that tho we do deny 
— —— — the Churches to 
to we do allow 2 governing Power chere- 
in. — We allow them — Admitt Per- 
fons imo the Church by Baptiſm; Power to Teach, Ad- 
Diſpente the tente uf Prietly Are rden, h . Pub. 
| | Prieſtly A ion, in Pub- 
lick and in Private; Power to Receive to, or Suſpend 
from; che Sacrament of the Lord's Supper; and, laſtly, 
. 
tion, to have a upon in 
Canonsand Laws Ecclefiaſtical. Indeed all ſpiritual Go- 
verning Powers, which Biſhops have ( excepting Or- 
— — ——— are by 
us allow'd to Presbyters; only with ſubjection, as to 
the laws of Chriſt, o alſo to the lawful commands of 
their reſpective Biſhops in the exetciſe of them. 
They fay this | i. e. be Power of Ordination a 
« Government | belongs to one ſingle Perſon in every 
*« Church, chat is in every Dioceſe, which often compre- 
« hends in it a vaſt number of Congregations, not in the 
ſame City or Town, but very diftant from one another. 
Nm. We fay indeed, that in every compleat and re- 
gular Chorchy..there is a Perſon or Perſons above the de- 
gree of Presbyters, to whom the Power of Ordination 
and Chief (we do not ſay, fole) Government doth belong. 
We fay likewiſe, that it hath been the general practice 
down from the Apoſtles times, to haye this Power 
NN * 
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ina ſingle Perſon or Biſhop in each particular Church or 


Dioceſe: which form — ought not to be alter d 
a _— ——— Tho I do not conceive it ab- 
ful for a ſingle Church to be govern d by 
— of Biſhops. Wine number of Congr 
hoe local extent may belong to one Church, fachas — 
now ſpeak of, is not, we ſay, deſin d by any law of God. 
———————— e 1d be 
to e. are, 
due d but that makes nothing for the of mere 
Presbyters to Ordain, or to —— Government 
ofthe Churches. Weide 
Thus for iuſtance — e else in England, 
& whoſe Dioceſe ( that is, whoſe Church, wherein he is 
t fappos'd to have the ſole Power of Ordination and Go- 
* vernment) not onl contains in it ſeveral hundred Pa- 
* riſhes in Eng laua, hut like wiſe extends to all our Co- 
<Jomes in both the Indie. fit tres 
drm. This is at ſingle inflace „the like to or 
#ny-one comparable 10 it, is not to be found in our Na- 
tional — — it be an enormity, it makes no- 
thing; OWever, tar Fr esbyterian Ordination, oriagainſt 
the Epiſcopal. Form of Church-Goyernmene. An Epil- 
opal Man may diſlike it, as well as.a-Presbyrerian;; And 
abe . is, I believe none among us approve of it, but 
els Evil and, perhaps, not many as ſuch: hat- 
— he obſtructions are to an alteration in this particu- 
lar. Mr. P. however ſhould have chad fo much regard. to 
the Eſtabliſhments gf Authority, 6am rows to Truth, as 
not to make the Caſe worſe than it is, bent hebe. 
uon: which he doth in ſaying, that the Prelate 
of) is ſuppos d to have the ſole Power of Government 
in his vaſt Dioceſe. Whereas, on the contrary, he is ſup- 
pos d io have a great number of Presbyters under him, 
duſpers d ( if tis poſſible) thro' all the — Dioceſe, 
every one of them endu'd with —— Authority by 
virtue of his Order; beſides what farther Power the B.- 
hop may Commit to ſuch as he thinks fit by Delegation. 
0 One would think the bare relation of ſuch an opini- 


« on were a ſufficient: 4 it, and that it ſhould not 


&« need 


„ 1 no- 


peaks 
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need any ſolemn confaration. A man muſt e 
than ordinary meaſore of credulity; Wh ean believe 
© this: to be according vo the Iuſtitation of Chriſt) 3 
«the Platform which obtain d in the Primitive Church 
en Whar i or abſurdity ſoever there be 
—— —— yur 
us, F am ſure t yet appear to de 
eee eren ths Gra of ene e thogee- 
arly, or as to uſe o in t 
ral; Our Opinion, that Biſhops, r to 
are o che Chief — (fpirnual) on earth 
of the Churches of Chriſt; and that Presbyters have not 
che Power of Ordination without them, ſtands und 
ir-as ever There doth not appear the dealt 


ground yet to ſuſpect it of diſagreein * Primi- 
Gard Nor hath 


ure Platform and the Inſtitution of 


any ihing been ſaid, that to ad un d Perſon cu 
make it ook to thoſe ſtandards, to have but 
one ſuch Biſnop (with a competent number of 


— under him) in one Church or'Diocele; tho — 
g of ſeveral Mer So far am I from 
22 — — imconbchiebee im ſvdhb u 
and notorious, as to render it intolerable 
EG Bar beigen, a Dioceſe as that of Z 
don ought not to be divided into — or — 
vided with ſeveral 
tinent to the Zu ſineſs in hand. 24 0 104 — 2 3151 
If did not — the Motives; I [mould 
«be aſtoniſh'd io bebeld ſuch a Conſtiturion made the 
© {abject of fo much admiration and trium pn. 
Nrn. The conſtitution he here means muſt undoubted - 
ly be that of che Church of England; iho that be not 
really ſuch, as he hath been repreſenting, vis. wherein 

a Dioceſe Men comprehends a vaſt number of Congrega- 
tions from one another, wnh the ſolr Power 
of Government as well as Ordination in a Perſon; 
And as for-the- Motives, Which he plainly to 
perceive, tis manifeſt in the general that he means indi- 
rect ones. So that here is an undeniable implication (if it 
may not rather be call d a 9 t he plainy 
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be 
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be in the main, and y —— rey — 
eſſential —— not ſuppaſe, there will be 14 
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*or by bis Apali intvaed one Office, which has che 
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0 be i not pleas 10 tell. _ 
It concerns: Mr. P. — this bo conſi- 
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ee 
the buſineſs in and much leſi doth that of the 
Diccrle,of La 
by what follows. Mr. P. fas, ſenfible. he hach 


* Our queſtion now -is, whether Chriſthas by himſelf 


« Power | 
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© Power of Preaching and Adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
© wichout the Power of Ordaining and Governingy' and 
* anocher wherein both Powers are inveſted in che Lame 


queſtion: erin 


Feen This was not the ori 
— — the Power of Ordination only, and not 
concerning any other Governing Power, to whom it doth 
belong. And if he would needs alter the ſtate of it eo in- 
troduce the Governing Power at he ſhould How- 
ever have diſtinguiſtid between the and an inferiour 
authority, and not have gone about — both his 


Hearers and Readers, by repreſenti denyi 
Governing Power to Presbyters : the Mhood of of which 
was before obſerv'd. 

«Or, whether in every Dioceſe there is one Per- 
«ſon who has the Power of Ordination and Govern- 
* ment, and that arp og Miniſters therein have not 
« that Power. | | 1 10 ä 
* Rem. Thus Mr. p. Fees — in new words, 
bur worſe than before. For, beſides that he brings in 
Government again in the ſame undiſtingu! manner, 
the queſtion properly is nor, whether one or more Per. 
ſons in a Dioceſe have or ought to have the Power con- 
teſted, but what Degree or Order of Perſons have it, 
whetherall Pres or only ſuch as are farther advance d. 
So that inſtead of ſtating the queſtion directly and clear- 
ly, he ſeems willing rather to obſcure and confound it. 
This weabſolutely deny, while our adverſaries with 

« great earneſtneſs would obtrude the belief of it upon us. 

Rem. SEEN rpoſe ſerves the hard term of 
obtruding o goon Perſons, that would be 
thou wy to be of modeſt and peaceable rempers allow 
themſelves in ſuch provoking la Or, What occa- 
fion hath he to ſay, that we wou obfrude upon Diſſent- 
ers the Belief, either of our doctrine of Epi por =_ 
ral, or that particularly of the larity of Epiſcopal Or- 
dination only ? Do we require under — nalties 
to acknow it? Or, Have — learned Men n ſpa- 
ring of pains to convince them in a rational way? For my 


part, I have ſcarce ſeen any controverſy fo often handled 
D 2 with 


* 


with ſo much learning, judgment, and - diligence, and 
-withal with ſo. much temper and candour, as this hath 
been on our ſide. While our ſeparatiſts, over and above 
the failures neceſſarily incident to the defence of a bad 
—— —— ſnew d — re the rules 
ot: ingenuity, civily, or charny un oppoſite Writ- 
ings, managing generally, more like Party-zealots, than 
Chriſtian diſpurants;» Pony 0 boon et 
How little there is of Seripture to eſtabliſh ſuch an 
Opinion is evident from the arguments, they are pleas d 
to uſe, in ihe Controverſ ri. 
em. I am aware of the mockery of the phraſe, of 
being pleas to uſes But to paſs that by, ſince Mr. P. 
in the name of his Party, abſalutely denies what he ay 
poſes to be our Opinion, he ſhould: be able, not only 
to anſwer all our arguments ( Seriptural and other) for 
it, but alſo to prove the contrary to a degree of, at leaſt, 
Moral Certainty. And ſince he hath entitled his Sermon, 
Presbyterian Ordination Proud Regnlar, and, in his en- 
trance on this ſecond. Head, hath undertaken 10 ſhew he. 
grounds gud reaſons their Practice in the matter of 
Ordination, and that they baue guad warrant for what 
they do in it, it is here that we ought to have his Proofs of 
the ſame. Let us ſee therefore what we have; and exa - 
mine, not only how well he hach anſwer d the argu- 
ments on our ſide, but how competent his own are, with 
1 either to his confidence, or the exigency-of his 

e 1 ie : Nn 
heir greateſt argument is feteh d from Timothy and 
% Titus. Tamothy, they lay, was nr of Epheſus, and 
« Titus of Crete; and theſe had che ſole Power of Or- 
“dination and Government in their reſpective Churches; 
<* and that is the reaſon why ſuch particular directions, 
« as/that-in the Text, are given to them, and they are 
© requir d to Ordain, and look after the qualifications of 
0“ Perſons} to be Ordained, and to receive accuſations 
ce againſt ſuch as were Ordain d, Oc. This (as they 
« alters) plainly ſhews Timothy and Titus were ſuperiour 
© to. ordinary Presbyters, and conſequently they alone, 
& and not the Presbyrers, had the Power of Caen, 
5 | h | cc OW 


[29] 
„New the Prelates, ſay they, are the only-Succefſors,of | 
« Timothy and Titus; and Presbyters are of another Or- 
der, the Sueceſſors of ſuch as were ordain d by Timo- 
« by and Titus, and therefore the Prelates only have the 
4 Power of Ordination and Government. 

-T- can by no means grant, that our greateſt argument, 
either in general for an Order of Perſons in the Church 
ſuperiour to Presbyters, or againſt Presbyterian Qrdina- 
tion, is feich d from Timothy and Titus. Tis true in- 
that our Writers on thus Subject do generally, and 
with reaſon, alledge them as Scriptural: Precedents, 
\ when, —ů— countenance to our Cauſe; in that 

y were {ingle Perſons having the Power of Ordina- 
tion, and chief Government in the Churches of Zpheſus 
and Crete reſpectively, committed to them by an Apoſtle, 
with a Charge and Directions for the Work of Ordina- 
tion ſo particularly given to them, that, to all appear: 
ance, they only were then intruſted with it, the one at 
Epheſus, and the other in Crete, Bat our greateſt argu- 
ment is taken from a collated vie w of all the places in 
Scripture, relating to this matter, together with the teſti- 
mony and practice of the Ages next ſueceeding the Seri- 
pture · times. Concerning which more hereafter. - At 
preſent I am to conſider. how he anſwers that our argu- 
72 which (in his phraſe). is fetch from Timothy and 


% 


will comprehend my anſwer to this argument in 
© theſe following particulars. 5 
“. We grant Timothy and Titus were ſuperiour 
* to other Miniſters; but then we allert, they had no 
2 in that wherein they were ſuperiour to 
them. M Þ I ow. nls g 
Rem.. Now we ſay, and it plainly appears from the 
Epiſtles of St. Paul 10 Timothy and Titus, not only that 
they were ſuperiour to other Miniſters, via. to ordinary 
Presbyrers and Deacons, but that they were ſuperiour 
to them, in their reſpective Churches of Epheſus and 
Crete,” in a matter of perpetual uſe and need, vis. in the 
authority of Government, and particularly in the Power 


of Ordination. Whence it is evident, that in — we 
| ave 


ſtle, was intended for ene till 
— he Kot y_ to the contrary 

922 Mr. P. and thoſe of his — he tell us, 
afert, that they had no Succeſſors in that wherein they 

were ſaperiour to other Mmifters. And their aſſerting 
that is no News. It keeps up an air of confidence, which, 
whether well or ill grounded, hath a force of perſwaſion 
with the injudicious. But unleſs they prove as well as 
aſſert this, they do in truth but beg the queſtion : be- 
ſides chat, according to the > of Veracity, they 


ſhould not ly aſſert what they cannot prove: 
of which kind, I am ſatisfied, is this propoſition, That 
Timothy and Titus had no Succeflors in any capacity, 


wherein they were ſuperiour to ordinar Presb rs. But 
eto ie — —— hr 
«Tis certain 7rmorhy was an Evangeliſt, and there. 
© fore requir'd to do the work of one, 2 Tm 4. 5. Put 
« watch thou in all t ict ions, do < the wor 
—— Evangeliſt, of thy Mimiftry. Had 
been inferiour to be pate liſts, twould 195 been 
& as improper to call upon him to do the work of one, 
das it would be to call upon a common Presbyter to do 
© the work of his — Tis a plain caſe, the Evan - 
* geliſts were not ordinary and common Miniſters, but 
4 of a ſuperiour character. The Order in which they 
Lare ſet down ſufficiently evidences this: Hob. 4. 11. 
< And be gave ſome Apofiies; and ſome Propbets; and 
ape he _— - — ſome Paſtor's — 1 
Apoltles pre, Prophets, and Evange are ſu- 
* periour to Paſtors and vis on and 85 ares of that 
* rank only our Dioceſan Biſhops are dene to be. 


Rem. 


ſince 2 Superior 

ter of Governme! not req 
unordinary or miraculous Gifts, there doth not hi 
appear any reaſon to aſſert, that they had no Succellors, 


« were ſuperiour to Paſtors and Teachers, 
te character: that which was ordinary and. 
the Church; and ſo they were all Presbyters 
« hops; for theſe are the in Scripture, our adver- 
« ſaries themſelves many of them being judges, Their 
other character was extraordinary and peculiar to them, 
not delign'd to be tranſmitted to any Succeſſors. 
Rem. How it came to ſeem plain to Mr. P. chat all 
Prophets and Evangeliſts had a double character, and 
not only ſo, but chat were all Presbyters, I do not 
un However I not diſpute that with him, 
nor whether the terms Prebyter and Aſbop have the ſame 
ification. in Scripture. But that the Apoſtles, or that 
Timothy and Titus had no ſtanding character above that 
of mere Presbyters, or that all that then were Presbyters 
were equal in all Powers that were to be tranſmitted to 

Succeflors, or that the imparity that there was 
them, in ſuch Powers, was to die with them, I ſee no 
cauſe to allow. But let us ſee now how Mr. P. applies 

the Premiſes. | 

© "Tis therefore to no purpoſe, to argue from the Su- 
4 periority of Apoſtles and Evangel iſta to ordinary Mi- 
* niſters. We own they were ſuperiour: their extraor- 
18 neceſſarily made them ſo. But what does 
© this ſigniſy to ſuch as appropriate the name of Bilhops 
* to themſelves in our day? Whatever \ them 
* from ordinary Miniſters. ceas'd with them, and — 
; other 
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« other: ſtanding part of their character is common to 
_ «every rightly ordain'd Presbyterr. L. 
© Rem. We argue not from the Superiority of Apoſſles and 
Evangeliſts to ordinary Miniſters, 7: c. to all ſuch us were 
intended for continuance in the Church. That were ri. 
e enough to pretend to. Nor do we atgue barely 
om the Superioriry of any of them to mere Presbyters. 
But the preſent argument is taken from St. Pauls Placing 
Timithy: at Epbeſus and Titus in Crete, as Chief Go- 
vernors of thoſe Churches reſpectively; and expreſl 
charging them, in their ſingle perſons, with the bufi- 
nels of Ordination. „ PE Funn 119001 12874 
And this is to the purpoſe, as furniſhing us with Scri- 
ture · Precedents of Church. Officers ſuperiour to Pres- 
yters, in the Powers of Government, and Ordination 
particularly, things of perpetual uſe and need ; and of 
Churches Govern'd by Apoſtolical appointment, in the 
Epiſcopal form: unleſs Mr. P. will ſay, that Scripture- 
Precedents are to no purpoſe. To ſay that this their Su- 
periority depended on their extraordinary Gifts is preca- 
nous and groundleſs; the Scripture not intimating any 
ſuch 7 ea, tis againſt reaſon; ſince (as Mr. P. 
himſelf, if I am not greatly miſtaken in him, will allow) 
ſueh a Superiority was needful to be, and actually is, 
continued down to our day, ſomewhere in the Church. 
It did not ceaſe with the extraordinary Gifis or Offi- 
cers, - whether it were tranſmitted to Synods of mere 
Presbyters, or to ſtanding Officers of ſuperiour Order 
or Degree, with or without the aſſent of ſuch Presby- 
ters. We contend for ſuch ſuperiour Officers, and that, 
at preſent, as Precedented in Timoiby and Titus Govern- 
ing the Churches aforeſaid by Apoſtolical Deſignation. 
And as loudly as our Adverſaries inſiſt upon Seripture, 
and Scripture only, they have no Scripture · Precedents, on 
their ſide, comparable to theſe on ours. And thoſe parts of 
Holy Scripture, which are moſt full and particular, and 
ſo doubtleſs were in an eſpecial manner deſign d for our 
direction, in the matter of Church. Government, are the 
fame that wing - us with theſe Precedents. = 


4 And 


8 
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4 And certainly if the Apoſtles themſelves were not 
« of ſuch an Order, as our modern Biſhops are pretended 
4 to be neither could the Evangeliſts be of it. Now 
« had Chriſt defign'd his Apoſtles ſhould be Officers in 
& his Church according to the Epiſcopal Scheme, he 
te ought to have appointed each of them to preſide over 
« ſome one Church; for tis the ſtanding Maxim of that 
Scheme, 7here can be but one Biſhop" in one Church. 
* Whereas no leſs than eleven, to whom preſently after 
« Chriſt's Aſcenſion a twelfth was added, were at firſt 
« conſtituted, and for ſome time remain d, the Rulers 
and Governours of that Church, having all an equal 
Power and Authority. So that the Apoſtles were evi. 
« dently in their ordinary capacity Presbyters, that n 
c ſuch kind of Officers, as might be more than one in 
u ne Church i 890 . n 
_ Rem. Mr. P. means that the Apoſtles, in their ordi- 
vary or ſtanding capacity, were no more than common 
Presbyters, and not of an Order above them, as moderri 
Biſhops are pretended to be: and if they were not, doubr- 
lefs neither were Timothy and Titus; who, and not 
Evangeliſts as ſach; are the Precedents we inſiſt upon. 
Bat his proof here is exceeding weak. For 4 7 
1. Tis no ſtanding Maxim of the Epiſcopal Scheme, 
That there can be but one Biſhop in one Church. For, 
beſides that it allows (upon occaſion) of Biſhops ſub- 
ordinate to one Chief in a Church or Dioceſe, ſuch as 
there Have been, and are,” under the Title of Chorepiſcopr, 
Suffragaus or Co- adjutors; beſides this J ſay, it cms 
ow without ary damage to the Epiſcopal Scheme 
(nor is it denied, that I know of, by any) that there 
may be (and that lawfully too, upon ſowe ſpecial and 
urgent occaſion) a Plurality of Biſhops governing one 
patticular Church or Dioceſe,” in the nature of a Coun- 

eil or Eccleſiaſtical Senate. W. 
We ſay indeed, that of oppoſite Pretenders to a Bi- 
ſhop's See, but one can be the true and rightful Biſhop 
of that See; which is evident, but nothing to Mr. P—s 
purpoſe. We ſay too, that the Chief Government of 
each particular Church ww ordinarily to be in a W 
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were fit to Magi hou d for thei tara ws: >a organar 


Biſhops; in afiex Ages. And 
of rol It fa not, Wear or is probe, 


Een Government, of the 
Was a 


1 1 Power, 38 
= 4 diſh the ue n 1 rh 1 5 of 
which, indian by by the \prexding ſtianiiy into 
other Ho da un we find Gan maln ſoon 
ts ſingle B ſhop, according to ſuch accounts as are 
well worthy our acceptation. Nut in the Government 
the univerſal Church, and lo = every part thereof 
in Ln: concern'd the whole, 1 in that we ow they were 
equal. And —4 1s mk. ho enou N the pre- 
ſent, Protellanr eme. It is re, 
that there is n ig af of moment in what Mr. P. hath 
alledg d, to ſhew that the Apoſtles, in their ordinary or 
ſtanging capacity, were no more than Presbyters, or not 


rank an Order as modern Biſhops are pretended. 4 be, 
n 
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Aud io his preſent 2 tit apaitſt Evangeliſts being of 
bean ug Order full tone grund n 
Aud thus have I exatvin'd\all hat he hath advanc'd; 
under the firſt partiealar of his anſwerq to out argument 
from Timorhy and Pal. The Sum of it is, THat the- 
they/ wete indeed ſuperiour to mers Prembyters, theyched 
no in that their Superiovny!t/tawhich'poſitioft 
he hath endeavour'd to procure belicf. And the fub- 
ſtance of my Reply is; That the Preſumption lies far the 
continua nee of that Form of Churth-Governitentwhieti 


the Apoſtle inſtituted, and fo for Suetefſots to T 
and Titut in that Superiority, which we afgue from; 


and that he hath not tolerably prov dhe conttary poſi- 
tion? 'as I hope I have ſufficiently neu dz. 
I have not urg'd the Suffrage of following Antiquity 
in this eaſe (tho' it be moſt untea ſonable to affert apainit 
it without good proof) becauſe I confine my ſelf ar pte 
ſent to grounds of Scripture only. Ode particular place 
of: which I ſhall here, by way of ſurpluſage, refer to 
the conſideration of the Learned and judicious. St: Patil 
1 Tim. 6. 13, 14. charges Time in à moſt ſolemũ 
manner to beep the commandment (Which moſt probably 
is to be, and generally is, underſtood of the whole com- 
plex\of 2 given him in that Epiſtle, or the whole 
Duty of his 3 ſpot, unrebukeable, until the 
aring of our Lord Feſus Chrift : where the Apoſtle 
eems to ſpeak to 7rimothy, not as an individual Perfori 
( becauſe, as ſuch; he was to die long before the Appear+ 
ing of our Lord Feſus Chriſt) but as an Officer to con- 
tinue, by Succeſlion, to the World's end: in like man. 
ner, as we underſtand the Promiſe of Chriſt to his Apo- 
ſtles, Mast. 28. 20. If this interpretation be right, tis 
certain that Timothy was to have Succellors in the Office 
he then bore, whereby he was ſuperiour to mere Presby- 
ters. I proceed now to his ſecond Particular. 
2. Timothy was never what they call Biſhop of Epbe- 
ſas, and Titus of Crete. | | 85 
Rem, This is in the uſual ſtrain. He is not contented 
to ſay, It doth not appear from ſcripture, or, It doth not 
any ways appear, they were what we call Biſhops of, &c. 
E 2 


R But 
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But he is poſitive, 7 hey never were fe. By what means 
he came to 5 is hard to ſay. Degen doth not 
give us their Hiſtary to their deaths: and the earlieſt af. 
ter · accounts we have of them are againſt him. But let us 
ſee what he alledges, and at the ſame time whether there 
be not 8 Scripture to affirm, they were what 
2 ſhops, andi in effect Bilhops of the Churches 


- 50 2:1 6395.07, 1-349 99 BJ! 

They reſided there for ſome time to ſettle matters in 
t thoſe Churches and to put them into good order; and 
© ſo they did in other places, as Titus in Dalmatia, 2 Tim. 
644. 10. and Timoihy in Macedonia, Afts 19. 22. Co 
© ranth, 1 Or. 4. 17. and 7 beſſalonica, 1 Tbeſ. 3. 2. And 
Therefore they may as well be ſtyl d Biſhops of theſe. 
em. Of Titus no more is ſaid, 2. Tim. 4. 10. than 
that he was gone unto Dabnatia; nor of Timothy, Ars 
19. aa. than chat he was ſent into Macedonia. We find 
indeed 1 Cor. 4. 1. that Timothy was ſent to Coranth to 
put the Chriſtians there in remembrance of the doctrine 
and practice of St. Pau, who in the foregoing v. ex- 
horts them r be folfowers of him. And 1. Tbeſ. 3. 2. that 
he was ſent to Thefſalonica 10 eftabliſh the Chriſtians 
there, and comfort them concerning the faith. In neither 
of which paſſages doth it appear, that he was to do any 
thing at Cormib, or I heſſalonica, which doth in our no- 
tion require an Epiſcopal character. Now did we argue, 
that 7:mothy was Biſhop of Epheſus, and 7 itus of Crete, 
merely becauſe they. were once in thoſe places, or, be- 
cauſe they were ſent thither on ſome occaſion to admo- 
niſh, ſtrengthen and encourage the Brethren, we ſhould 
indeed argue as weakly as he would repreſent us. 
But the caſe, he muſt know, is otherwiſe. From the 
nature and extenſiveneſs of the Orders and Inſtructions 
contain d in St. Paul's Epiſtles to them, being the. one 
at Fpheſus and the other in Crete, and from the addreſs 
of thoſe directions ſingly to them, without the leaſt inti- 

mation of any others to act in parity with them, it plain- 
ly appears, that they bad ( for a time at leaſt ) the chief 
Government of thoſe Churches with the Power of Ordi- 
nation, and an authority over Presbyters : which is - 

muc 


A A ESSE S SS Fg 


„ „ nemo mi a it > a oo mn az a. 4 &t Ca} ono =p pw & 


121 
the time Biſhops of thoſe Churches. That they were fix d 
. 
| > nor CAN Me. F. prove 1 1011 
«Farther, How could 7 :mothy be Biſhop of Zpheſes 
« according to the modern way of ſpeaking; ſince we 
are ſure there were other Biſhops to rule that Church? 
Thus the Presbyters are call d. A#s 20, 28. Take beed 
hn your ſelves and to all the flock, auer which the Holy 
64 Ghoſt. hath made you Biſhops. Where our Tranſlators 
have, contrary to their own way of rendring the word 
4 tranſlated it Overſcers- rather than e prudently, 
« without all doubt, conſidering it would found odd 
«Epiſcopal ears, that more perions than one in a Church 
© ſhould be ſty ld Biſhops,” and haye the Government of 
c the Church committed to them, as ſuch. - - 
| . Rem. Here, ſurely, is a want of that ſtrict regard to 
| truth, which every Chriſtian ſhould pay, and more eſpeci- 
ally every one that pretends to be a Miniſter. of Chriſt, 
and above all in his Sermons. Had Mr. P. only ſaid, It is 
— our Tranſlators rendred the word imazonze ] 
verſeers, As 20. 28. out of the conſideration he aſ- 
ſigns, it were perhaps excuſable, But to ſay, without all 
doubt, it was fo, is a treſpaſs againſt veracity, not to be 
made light of, And for my part I really do not believe 
they were ſway d by that conſideration. | 
Becauſe it ſeems not agreeable to the reſt of their con- 
duct; particularly, in that they have not ſpar'd to render 
the word Biſhops Phil. 1. 1. where yet it ſounds to the 
full as much like more Biſhops than one in a Church, as it 
would do here. 2. Becauſe I ſee a better reaſon for this 
their rendring here, vis. to do juſtice to the Original: 
where the word imam being proper to put thoſe to 
whom the Apoſtle ſpoke in mind of the duty he was 
charging them with, zo tale heed to the flock, and there- 
fore, probably, us d by him rather than «pwn, ſome 
pu of the force of that expreſſion had been Joſt to Eng- 
iſh Readers by tranſlating of it Biſhops, which is pre- 
ſerv'd obvious in the preſent rendring. And this I judge 
was the conſideration that ſway'd them to it. On which 
| | account, 


f * 
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count alſo, and for congruiry with the word Oberſaeri 
un was, I ſuppoſe, that they ttauſlated d g; . twh17h : 
when tis certain that bs in all the vari it's ſiguiſica - 


nify Over, not have they ſo rendred it 
any where elſe : 


* 
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Whether Mr. P. changing the word Overſeers to Bl. 


y over which (inſtead of in which as it 
Id then be) whether I ſay he did this ind vertent- 
IV or prudently conſidering it ſounded better for his ar- 
Saen, or for what other teaſon, I ſhall not pretend to 
| Much leſs ſhall I ſay, that ui all doab? there 
was policy in it. I had rather leave ſuch confident cen- 
ſures to our adverſaries; tho I am ſenſible, they have 
too great ay effect upqn vulgar tempers and judgments. 
Io come now to fhis argument from that Text the 
verſion whereof we have been-conſidering, I anſwer. 
1. That chere is nothing here implying that the perſons 
to had no ſuperiour. For, Is it their being call'd 
bſbops > But, as we generally allow mere Presbyters to 
be ſometimes ſignify d by that term in Scripture, ſo tis 
_ —— 1s hi 865 in it — ——— Ang 
 asforthe phraſe of Ziſbops over the flock that hath appear 
to be a-miſtranſlation. Ts it — being — 
2 10 take bred to the flock, and in the next words, 10 
7 


ed the Church of God? But that is no more than is pro- 
per to be given in charge to fuch Presbyters, as have a Bi- 


p over them; eſpecially if he be compell'd or oblig'd 


for a time to be abſent from them. Is it, laſtly, the no 


mention of any ſuperiour that they had? but to argue 
| fromthe ſilence of Scripture, without very ſtrong corro- 
borating circumſtances, is well known to be mighty pre- 
carious. However | anſwer farther . AUT 
2. That it is not probable that the Elders, Presbyters 
or Biſhops here ſpoken to were of the particular Church 


of Epheſus only, but of that and other neighbouring 


Churches, and ſome of them, not improbably, Biſhops in 
the peculiar ſenſe, - For the words of St. Paul v.25. of 
this Chap. Je all among whors 7 have gone Preaching the 
tingdom of God cannot well be underſtood of the Elders 
of the Epheſine Church only. And the venerable 7re- 
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au, Who 25 5 Auditor of an immediate diſciple of 
an Apoſtle in y * very parts (where alſo, he wes pro- 
bably e ys ex preſsly Adverſe FHlureſ l g. en 
75 at they whom St, Pau call d together at Miletus were 

abt and Presbyters from Epbeſus and the other neigh 
bouring Cities. And either of the terms, by which — 
are denoted in uren way vary well nas 

Nor in ie ſaid v.17. that St. Pal ſent o beſua fer 
the elders of that en or City, but that 2 ſent 15 
Epheſus and called the elders of the urch which might 
be che elders of the Church of Chriſt in all thoſe parts 
within call. And tis not: unlikely that, $6, Paul being 
very deſirous to ſee them chis laſt 9 1 — 
he be — 7 at leaſt. v. 25, } he ever ſhould have, 
ken care, that the Elders of the neighbouring — to 
pld have notice to attend his Orders there at 
that time, "And chi dae 50 me | 

4 2 That Timothy mſelf might be ons ol the El. 

ders or Bilhops to _ St. Pau / gave this charge, Fot 
he might be diſpatch d by the Apoſtle from Tuer or 
Aſſes (or ſome other ſtage) to get —— other Elders. of 
the Church in a readineſs at Hobeſus, and ſo go wih 
them at St. Pau s call to Miletus. And that he — 
any farther with him in this voyage doth not appear. But 
I infiſt not ſa much on this, as the two former anſwers, 
which are more than ſufficient, io the Argument from 
this Text as. urg'd by Mr, P. He ſhbjoyns, hawever,..: 

« There is no reaſon therefore to think Timothy Was 


7 « Biſhop of Zpbeſis. 
proper Concluſion from 


Rem, But this can never be a 
his Premiſes. For if he hath- not «prov that 7imothy 
was not Biſhop of Zpbe/#s, then have been fo 
notwithſtan what he hath offer d to the contrary. And 
if he may have been, tis plain he hath not prov'd there 
is no reaſon to think he was: becauſe he hath not fo 
much as pretended to anſwer all our reaſons for ſo think · 
ing. How he hath hitherto prov'd the negative hath 
been conſider d. But here follows another little offer to- 
wards it. j 

«An 


4 And indeed his being an Evangeliſt would make one 
fendy to conelude, he did not fix his refidence there: 
« fince the buſineis of ſuch ſeems to ha ve been to travel 
e from one place to another; and to ſtay no longer at 
any particular place, than was lary for the right 
_ *fetling of the Church in . 
1 Res. The Office of an Evangeliſt is no where defin'd 
in Holy Scripture : but by the accounts we find there of 
thoſe called to it, they ſeem to have been Perfons en- 
dow'd with extraordinary gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, 1n or- 
der to be affilting'to the Apoſtles, not only in'Preaching 
the Goſpel to ſuch as had not before receiv'd it, and Ba- 
prtizing Con verts, but alſo in any other part of their Mini- 

Ed and where, by them they ſhould be commiſſion d 
or - | mrowy ; particularly, in the ſetling and governing 
of Churches. Nor doth it any ways 155 to be inconſi - 


ſtent with the character of an Evangeliſt, to be peculi- 
arly charg d with the care, and intruſted with the Go- 
vernment, as the Biſhop, of à particular Church; which 
he might be without conſtantly reſiding in it, or employ- 
ing himſelf wholly about it: it being no part of the Epi- 
ſcopal ſcheme for a Biſhop wholly to confine his cares, or 
conſequently his reſidence, to his own particular flock ; 
but-to have the Good of the Church univerſal at his 
Heart and in his view, and to travel upon occaſion for 
the ſervice of it, as well with his body as his mind. 
And, ſuppoſing an Evangeliſt (on account of his ex- 
traordinary Gifts and Office) to be leſs confinable, as to 


place, than an ordinary Miniſter of any degree; tis yet as 


fairly ſuppoſable, that a Church having ſuch a Biſhop, 
tho' frequently call d away from perſonal reſidence, was 
as well provided for, as if it had had a Biſhop of ordina- 
ry Gifts — on the ſpot. Nor doth any thin 
hinder, but that Timothy after a' time might fix his re 
dence at Epheſus, as Philip the Evangeliſt ſeems to have 
done at Cz/area, where, we find he had an houſe and 
family. At 21. 8, 9. It not being neceſfary, that an E- 
vangeliſt ſhould be an Itinerant as long as he liv'd. 
And now we have ſeen all that Mr. P. hath offer d in 
ſupport of that bold aſſertion, which is the ſecond = 
peo: ' cular 
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our part, fo how 


Children in ſubjeFion with all gravity. For if a man 


[41] 
cular of his anſwer to our argument from Timothy and 
Titus, vis. That they never were what we call Biſhops, 
the one of Hobeſus, and the other of Crete. In all which 
as he cannot _ to have anſwer'd the arguments on 
ittle he hath done towards a direct 
f of his aſſertion, I leave to any impartial judges: 
third particular follows, | 
43. Whatever was the ſuperiority of Timothy to thoſe 


Che Ordain d; tis certain, they were to have the Power 


« of Ordination-and Government. | 

Rem. This inſtance of his confident. forwardneſs in 
allerting, if it had been the firſt, would very much have 
ſurpriz'd-me.- As it is, it creates my wonder: which the 
ground he aſſigns for his confidence doth not at all leſſen. 

« Our adverſaries grant theſe two go together. Now 
« that they had the power of Government is plain by the 
« Apoſtles Reaſoning about their qualifications, 1 Tim. 3. 
44, . One that ruleth well his own houſe, Having his 


« Eyow not how to rule his ewn houſe, how ſhall be take 
© care of the Church of C 

' Rem. We grant that the Power of Ordination and 
Chief Government go together. But that the Power of 
Ordination goes along with every part of the Governing 
Power, ſo that whoever hath a ſhare in the Governmenr 
hath the Power of Ordination, this we grant not; we 
ſee no reaſon to grant it. He that hath the ſu 
Power in any ſociety, hath by natural connexion the 
Power of conſtituting Subordinate Rulers : but tis con- 
trary to reaſon as well as uſage, for ſuch ſubordinate 
Rulers to have the Power of conſtituting others equal to 
themſelves. And where the Chief Governour is limited 


by the fundamental laws of the ſociety not to act in ſome 


reſpects without the concurrence of others in the nature 
of a Council or ſenate, it doth by no means follow that 
they who are, or have a right to be, of ſuch Coun- 
cil or Senate muſt have a right ſingly or joyntly ( with- 
out the Chief Governour) to create Officers either equal 
or inferiout to themſelves. 
Unleſs therefore it appears _ St, Paul's reaſoning 
4 in 


[42] 

in the place quoted, that the Officers whoſe qualifications 
he Ladung were to be Chief Governours of Churches, 
nen t for their having the Power of 
Ordination. And that is ſo far from that chere 
nothing in the Apoſtle's reaſoning, but what plainly 
ſais the caſe af ſuch a kind of Chuxch-Oltticer, as a Prei- 
byter is allow'd to be in our Church. He ought to be 
One that rulrib well his own houſe bildren in 


bis 
face with all gravity. And that for this reaſon, 7h 


know not how to rule bis own' houſe, how ſhall 
| . care . b es of God? Certainly, he that knows 
not how to rite his own houſe is not rightly |< 
to take that care of the Church of. God, which 
| wo the gow of Presbyters according to our — 
as we are perſwaded, to the Original Inſtitu- 
tion — Lin So weak is the foundation of that aſſurance, 
where with Mr. P. afferts the Power of Ordination to 


thoſe ( indefinitely.) whom Timothy Ordain d, meaning, 


ſhop in the phraſe of 1. Tem. 3. whom he contends, and 
ve — Rows 2 arc no other _ all 
as are now uiſh'd from Bi peoulin 
by the name of Presbyters. 10 2 
4. Tis very improbable, chat the Apoſtle was now 
6 ſending directions to Timothy how to behave himſelf 
4 as the Biſhop of Fpheſus ; becauſe he ſeems not to 
©have been at © Epheſus When he ſent to him, nor was 
he about to ſend him inen, but he actually calls him 
another way. 
- Rem. Fhs relates only to the ſecond Epiſtle to Ti. 
. on which little or no ſtreſs is wont to be laid, in 
dur arguing; that he was in effect, what we call Bilhop 
of Epheſus. Nevertheleſs, becapſe 1 it hath been the gene- 
rally receiv d opinion, that it was ſent to him there, and 
becauſe that opinion; tho' not neceſſary to, yet ſuits 
beſt with the ſuppoſition of his Epiſcopal relation to that 
Church, let us fee what Mr. P. hath to oppole againſt it. 
. 4 Timorby was not at Epheſus at the writing this ſe- 
« cond Epiſtle; as appears by Chap. 4. v. 13. 18 12. i 
— * been ] And Tychicus have 7 ſent 10 Ag ha 
6& W at 


no doubt, thoſe whom he Ordain'd-to the Office of a Bi- 
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upon this ſuppoſition, muſt be read as in 2 'Parenthefis, 


| __ T6] 
« What need to mention this to Timothy, if he were then 
&« a Epir/us> He would not need notice of it, if Tychꝰ- 
® exe were the meſſenger, by whom the Epiſtle was ſent 
« Or if he way ſet out belore re the writing it, he would 
* come before the Epiſtle, and the notice given would be 
6 00 late to ſign any thing. , Hl 9. 44; 461? 
— dy Ho t . ſaid — „„ ſeems 
to have at Zpheſas, but that modeſty of expref- 
fog could not hold out long; for = he 18 politive [+ 
not there; at the time in queſtion. But, as to his reaſon 
for it, the caſe ſeems to be this. St. Pau /, having exhorted 
gr requir d Timothy to come to him with what ſpeed he 
could, v. 9. to quicken him the more, thinks fit to aty 
uaint him beginning v. 10.) how deſtitute he was of 
Hoſe fellow-labourets, that were wont to attend him, 
how they were diſpos d of from him. Zychicus therefore 
being one of them, it was natural for him to mention 
what was become of him (altho Timothy might other 
wife know it) for compleating bis accennt of them. 
1 more than is common in all like cafes. And 
then for the interpoſition of what is {aid u. 11. whieh, 


the —— is well known to be not unuſual in the 
ſtyle of this Apoſtle. And tis a much longer digreſſion, 
before he comes to finiſh the account afotelaid v. 20. 
But if v. 12. is to be connected with the immediatly 
preceding, I fee no better way of doing it upon any hy- 
potheſis, than thus v. 11: Taler Hark; and bring bim with 
thee ; for he 10 ble to me for the Mmiſiry. v. 12. 
Tem Kc. But Tychicus have I ſent to Epbeſus. q. d. 
Bur that the Church of Epbeſus may not ſeem too much 
neglected the while, 1 have ſeat Tycbicus thither. 
I believe moſt impartial conſiderers acquainted with 
St. Paus ſtyle will be fo far ſatisfied with one or other 
of theſe accounts of this matter, as to judge Mr. P—'s in- 
ference' bat weak, viz. that Timothy was not now at 
Epheſus. Bur he bath more to ſay for it, which ſhall be 
confider'd; tho' not ſo much deſerving it. 4 
4 Of the ſame ſending of Tychicus we read in the Epi- 
e ſtle to the Epheſians Chap. C. v. 20, 21. Bui that ye 
| 1 may 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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r ay kiiow alſo My a 
e beſoved brother and faithful Miniſter im the Lara ſhall 
" nate known 10 you all things; . whom 7 have-ſerit anto 
t you for the ſame purpoſe, that ye might know our aff airs, 
te and that be mul comfort your brarts.” And had Timo. 
& 1g been then there, ſuch was the Apoſtles love and af. 
t fection to him, that he would not have fail d to have 
« taken notioe of him particularly, and to have ſent him 
64 ſalutation. Befides, had Timothy been there, they 
cc would have leſs need of the” domfort _ Telit 
„coming. 

Rem. Many Jenrned Men are oPoplcin Udi was nog 
the ſame ſenditly of Trebicus which would make one 
(not acquainted with Mr. P—'s way) to wonder how he 
came to be ſo poſitive that it was. But ſuppoſe it were; 
then probably, at or near (and moſt probably, at y che 
ſame time that St. Pan / ſent the E to the Zpbeſtans, 
he ſent another (vis the ſecond) to Timotiy in — 
lar, if then at — And what occaſion was there 
then for ſending him a ſalutation in that tothe nbeſiant? 
Or, How was it to be expected that he ſhould? I wonder 
Mr. P. could either miſs obſerving chis, or obſerv ing it 
could argue as he doth. Beſides there being no particu- 
Jar ſalutations in the Epiſtle to the pbæ/i 


ant, it is to be 
ſuppos d that they were all left to be perform'd by the 
mouth of 7ychicus; unleſs Timothy were then among 
them, and the ſecond Epiſtle ſent to him at the ſame 
time; then the particular falatations contain d in chat 
needed not to be repeated in the other. 

And what Mr. P. ſays of the comfort of Tye diegs's 
coming is very —— For, doubtleſs, tho 75 mmothy 
were then at Eobeſus, yet the coming of ſo beloved and 
faithful a Meſſenger as Tychrens , directly, and with 
inſtructions of —— from their great A poltle himſelf, 
would be very acceptable to the 2 there, and a 
very proper fruit of! his paternal care and love of them: 
eſpecially, ſince the knowledge of his affairs and bow be 
aid, could no way be ſo well convey d to — as by 
fuch a K meſlnger, % gut! K t 10? 
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- # And tis e'plain, dhe Apoltle was not ſending any 
order to Timotiy to go to Eobeſus; for he ſent for. 
chim to come to Tome to himſelf, 2 Tim. 4. 9. Do iy 
« dillgende to come ſhortly to me. ont zs. 18180 

Ae This I have trauſcrib'd only of courſe, having 
nothing to ſay againſt it, nor occalion to remark any 
thing upon it. Let 1 r 
z moſt probable Timothy was at Troas, at the ti 

** when this Epiſtle was ſent to him; fincę he is deſir 
* not to go and fetch, but barely to bring with him, what 
4 the Apoſtle had left there. 2 Tim. 4. 13. The cloke that 
„Hi ati Troas 197th Carpus, when: tbo comeſi bring 
> i thee, and the books, but eſpecig/ly the parchments.. 

Lem. I might as well argue from theſe words, that 
Timothy was not now at 7 roas, becauſe had he been 
there, it would have been more propet to ſay only Ie 


coke: that I left with Carpus] than | the cloke that I daft 


at Troas wh: Carpus |. At leaſt, Mr. Ps argument 
heres very weak; as may belt and ſooneſt appear by a 
parallel caſe. The diſtances between Epheſus and Rome, 
ſus. and Troas, may very well be repreſented. by 
thoſe between London and Rome, London and York: and, 
the reſpectiue Situations, are anſwerable enough. Should 
now a perſon at Rome write to another in London (whom 
he might command) to come to Rome to him: might he 
not very properly add, Aud when you come bring with 
you the Manuſcripts that I left with my Friend B. at Tork? 
The:caſe is jo plain, and ſo like that in hand, that 1 
need ſay no moree. eng , cg 
So that in the ſecond Epiſtle there can be nothing 
to eſtabliſh his being Biſhop of Epheſus, but all the 
4 directions given him ſhould rather ſhew that he was 
Biſhop of Troes, than of Zpheſus.  _ | wh 
- Rem: The proof of the Premiſes having been ſhewn to 
be deſective, the Concluſion muſt needs fail, ſo far as it 1 
dependent upon that. That Timothy was not at Epheſus, 
when the ſecond Epiſtle was ſent to him by St. Pau is 
not plain from any thing that Mr. P. hath ſaid. But if 
on the other hand it doth not appear that he was, fo 
plainly and in ſuch a manner, that ſtreſs may be laid 
MA | upon 


£ 46 J | 
it towards pro hin Biſbo of Epbeſns (pat - 
N it is not, Na any i damage or driap- 
 Pointment to the Aſſertors of pacy, in their Scri- 
28 mn, none from Timothy; the former Bpiſſle to 
hom is the fuller to their purpoſe. Aid if che latter 
conduces to prove that he was what we call à Biſhop, 
tis no matter whether it intimates the Eplyſfve Church 
6 be his ular charge. 

5. When the Apoſtle gives direction in his Epiſtles 
Sto Timothy, how to behave himſelf in Or El 
+ Or. the reaſon of his doing fd is, becduſe Timo- 

* , as an Extraon Perſon (vis. a E 
« 4/45 th have the chief hand therein; bur this doth no 
& imply, that none who were with him had the Power 
Lol doing the fame thing. 

Rem. Mr. P. here affigns the reaſon of St. Pan's Con- 
gos as x preciſely, and as rouadly, as if he had known 
it by —— Bat, if * | fect in the ordinary 
_ rational way, certainly, reftions given Timo 
by the Apoltle, in * — of Ordidanio; do not 
gecefarily imply, that none who were wi him had 
that Power ; however, their being given in charge ingly 
to him, ad thoſe 1 Tim. 3 . (which are the fulleſt) 
2 declard intention, +, 17. that He ungut know how 

bt to behave himſelf in the houſe of God, whrch is 
25 Burch, without any 
directions to others for the 
in that work; theſe — ia 55 2 are ſo 
88 an argument that he only was to Orchid, or, 
at leaft; none without him, that the —_— ooght nor 

to be {| posd without good proof ' 

- This for the buſineſs of Ordination in . And 
the bb. to be ones — —— — — 

in charge in nt perſons muſt 
ugleſs the contrary can be otherwiſe made acer yr 
he had the ſole or the chief management of them; fo 
far, at leaſt, as to have a ſuperintendency, and x con- 
ouling authotity over alt others concern'd in them, 
Many think that when the firſt Epiſtle was written, 

« uu was at Zpheſus, _ that Church in order. 
| Lem. 
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* Rem. Did ever any body think otherwiſe? Many, 0 
rather moſt, think, he was at Epheſus when the _ 
Epiſtle was written, but that he was there, when the 
firſt was written, is paſt doubt from the firſt Chapter of 
it: where we read in our Tranſlation, v. 3, 4. 4 1 
beſought thee to abide flill at Epheſus, when J went into 
Macedonia, that thow migbieſi charge ſome, thay they 
teach no aller aberrine, neither give beed 10 2 
endleſs genealogies, which miniſier gueſlions, rather tha 
__— I 


godly „ which is in faith: ſo do. I know indeed 
that the ſa 4] is not in the Original, but is added by 
our Tranflators to fill up the ſenſe. But then tis mani- 


feſt; that ſomething to that purpoſe muſt be underſtood: 
unleſ it may be ſuppos d (what, I confeſs, conſidering 
St. Pauls Style, is not imptobable) that the ſenſe. js de- 
pending, and all from v. 4 to be taken as in a Paren- 
theſis till we come to v. 18. This charge / commit uno 
thee, Som Timothy. But either way Timotiy is ſuppos d 
ſtill at eſus, Or, if not, he was ſomewhere elle, 
and tis all one to us, if he were in the peculiar ſenſe 
Biſhop of any Church, Tis evidence, not any neceſ- 
lity of our cauſe, which makes us believe that the firſt 
Epiſtle, at leaſt, was ſent to him at Epbeſus. '_ | 
. And if we take that for granted, and therefore al- 
«© low that particular directions are given him in the ma- 
4 nagement of the affairs of the Church; yet there is 
© no reaſon.to think he was to act alone, but that the 
© other Biſhops of that Church had a Power to perform 
and were to join with him; ſince they 
u were, as I obſery'd before, the Governors of that 
* Church, and had been conſtituted ſo before that 
« Epiltle was written. 3 66.25 oh 
Rem. That he was to act alone, in all thoſe affairs, 
we do not inſiſt. But that he was to act as Chief, and 
none elſe to act in them, but under his controul, we 
have good reaſon to think from the circumſtances afore- 
ſaid. It is not at all probable, that Timothy ſhould be 
charg d ſingly (as he is) with the management of ſuch 
and ſuch affairs in ſuch a place, N to directions 
addreſs d ſingly io him, and yet others there ops au- 
1 ority 


141 


Hhority to act in thoſe altairs independently of him and 


without being oblig'd to have his concurrence. : And 
whatſoever Mr. P. hath obſerv'd: before, it hath ſuffi - 
ciently appear'd,” that he hath nov-prcov'd, chat the other 


Biſhops * (7. e che Presbytem) of Hodeſus were any 


otherwiſe Governors of that Church, than Preabyters may 
be allow'd to be how, without prejudice to the Epiſco- 


pal Scheme, vis. in ſubordination to a Chief Governor. 


e never find any Ordination in the whole New Te- 
« ſtament, which was perform'd by a ſingle Perſon, nor 
can I think any {ach Ordination would be regular. 

Rem. Our Bleſſed Saviour, certainly, Ordain d ſingly; 
however Mr. P. came not to find it out. And Timothy 
and Titus were each of them, ſingly, appointed by 
St. Pan to Ordain: where if Mr. P. will have it never - 
theleſs, that they were neither of them to do it, but in 
conjunction with others, when chere is not the leaſt in- 


timation in Scripture of any ſuch thing, tis only his 


leaſure to have it fo. "Tis an arbitrary and groundleſs 
Epgolksios. And I pray, how many clear Scriptural 
inſtances can he produce of ſeveral Perſons concurring 
in the fame Ordination? I will allow him one, AZ. . 
but am much miſtaken if he can produce any other. For 
tho' it be ſaid, AF. 14. 23. that Pau and Barnabas Or- 
dained Elders in every Church there ſpoken of, it is not 
ſaid, nor doth it follow, that they join'd in che lame. Or- 
dinations. And all other inſtances are more queſtionable. 
So weakly founded in, or rather fo diſagrecable to Scri- 
pture, is the opinion of the neceſſity of ſeveral. Perſons 
to concur to à regular Ordination: nevertheleſs that 
ſuch a concurrence in the Ordaining of Biſhops and 
Presbyters is ordinarily. proper, and fit to be enjoin d by 
Eccleſiaſtical Authority, for the greater ſolemnity of the 
Work, I rcadily allow. But how comes Mr. P. to be 10 
ſerupulous about Ordination bya ſingle Perſon, for want, 
as he pretends, of an inſtance thereof in the New Te- 
{tament, and yet be ſo forward io maintain the regularity 
of Presbyterian Ordination, for which he cannot in- 
deed find any Precedent chere. This looks very much 
like prejudice! or whim. Here let it be noted, that by 
Preſ- 
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— Ordination, I mean, Ordination 4 


2 — — —— — e- F a Ui. 
viſter + br th uc nation, I ſay, is un. 
2555 when as that by a fi ogle Perſon is not, This 1 
— Vir. P bende les n 
And if the Apoſtle had an hand is che Ordination 
«of Timothy, and he ſpeaks of that, and not of Laying 
4 on of hands to give the Holy Ghoſt, when he fays, 
«2777. . 6. Whorfere I hes in ee e | 
Wand the Gf of God 10h his in thee, b he plutting 
"my hands. Let notwichſtandi * ſuppoſition 
2 did — —— — had others to 
with him. not (ſa 1 Tim. 4. 1 
the gift that is my which FIC 25 
. avith the Jaying on of the f the o- 
ery. 
Lem. Tis indeed moſt probable (in m judgment, at 
leaſt) that both theſe Texts ſpeak of the 55 thing. But 
whether either of them ſpeak of Timothys Ord ation 
is very uncertain. Now then Mr. P. can be certain that 
St. Pau did not Ordain him alone, I cannot imagine. 
Eſpecially, fince Calvin himſelf, as well as others, have 
been of opinion, that che word Presbytery, 1 Tim. 4. 14- 
may well enough be underſtood, not of a company of 
and hee by the way, e (bo 
A way, t not ung) 
that both theſe Texts ſpeak 117 mot by s — 
and that the word — in one of them is to be un- 
derſtood of Perſons, and not of an Office, it is obferya- 
ble that the Gift is {aid to be in, or, to be given to, 77- 
mothy, 2 Tim. 1. 6. by (Ha) the Impoſition of the Apo- 
{tle's hands, and 1 Tim. 4. 14. not by, but only with 
(ald) che Impoſition of i the hands of the Presbytery. 
Which is a fair intimation, that the Gift was convey'd by 
St. Paul alone, and that the other hands ſerv'd only to 
the greater Solemnity of the Act. But let us ſee what 


advantage Mr. P. — make of his obſervation. 


& And therefore tho Timothy as an Evangeliſt, diſtin- 

© puifh'd\ from other Presbyters by extraordinary Gifts, 

„would have the chief hand in all Ordination, yet tis 
G un- 
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ce angle to think he would Ordain FR ſince 
et he could not but remember an. Apoſtle would not do 
e ſo, but join d 2 with him at the Wee 
he was Ordain d himſelt. 
Rem. That Timothy's Ordaining chiefly depended, on 
his extraordinary Gifis is but an imagination deſlitute of 
oof. And tho Mr. P. is poſitive, that 7 zmothy could not 
; — remember an Apoſtle would not, Oc. tis more than 
he hath prov d or knows, that there was 1 thing 
for him ta remember. But if there, was, and therefore it 
be not reaſonable to think, Timathy would, without 
ſpecial oecaſion, Ordain alone, it would not follow but 
he: might, and that regularly; and much leſs that the 
ordinary Presbyters, where he was, could Ordain with. 
ut him. S0 that What Mr. P. here ſays, how confi. 
— ſberer, is both very uncertain, and little to the 
But he ſcems willing: 0 lupply this later de 
l in- ace follows. 
„ Our Adverſaries here e urge, chat tho! the 
* Presbytery might join with Pau or Z imothy in Lay- 
ing on of hands, yet they could not rightfully lay on 
« hands alone. And this they pretend is evident from 
L theſe directions ſo peculiarly ve to Timothy; where- 
& by he is requir'd % commit the things he bad beard 10 
« faithful men,. to — hands — on 110 man, &c. 
„% Why, ſay they, ſhould he have his charge fo, pecu 
« ljarly given to him, if the Presbyters by their Office 
et had the ſame power? This ſhews that 7 zmorby's. con- 
« currence was neceſſary, and that the conveyance of 
«the Office depended on him, and that the reſt could do 
te nothing without him. 
Lem. This is a pretty fair repreſentation of our argu- 
t, ſaving that it may be improv d by farther circum- 
nces.; and provided the words he lends us be taken in 
the moſt advantageous ſenſe for us, and that we be un- 
derſtood to urge this argument only as ſufficient to ſa- 
tisfy any reaſonable Man; while the cOrary-t0 what 
we inter cannot otherwiſe be made appear. 
« Beſide what has been already (aid, I will ſhew you 
20 * weakneſs aff this way of arguing, by trying how 


| « it 
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„it will hold, when apply d to another place of Scri- 
e pture. And certainly if it be not juſt in the one, it ean- 
not be ſo in the other. Now I very much miſtake the 
opinion of our Adverſaries, if it doth not lead them 
to condemu the ſame kind of inference from another 
Text. The words I refer to are thoſe which Chriſt 
ſpake to Peter, when the reſt of the Apoſtles were pre- 
« ſent, Mat. 16. 19. And I will give unto T HEE the 
& Keys of the king ahm of heaven : aud whatſoever T HOU 
4 ſhalt bind on earth ſhall be bound in heaven: and what- 
&* ſoever THOU ſhalt looſe.on earth ſhall be looſed in heaven. 
They may as well infer that what Chriſt there ſays to 
Peter was peculiar to him, and did not belong to the 
« other Apoltles, becauſe Chriſt ſpeaks ſo peculiarly to 
« him, and that when the others were preſent : as they 
can 1nfer from Paus ſpeaking ſo peculiarly to Timo- 
& ty, that the things he commends to him belong d 
ſolely to him, and not to all the other Presbyters of the 
4 Church. And the caſe is really the ſame. For, as Ti- 
« mot would be among other Presbyters, ſo would 
Peter be among the other Apoſtles, their Speaker, Pro- 
&« locutor or Foreman; if I may make ule of thoſe terms, 
& which are fo familiar in our own language. He was 
« the firſt or chief Apoſtle; and before the Apoſtles de- 


4 parted from Jeruſalem to ſpread the Goſpel in the 


“ world; he was continually the Mouth of the whole 
© body of them, when he was preſent. The ſame might 
& be ſaid concerning Chriſt's command to him particu- 
© Jarly,. 70-21.'15, * to feed bis lambs, and hig ſheep. 

« »Tis a very general interpretation of the Ancients; 
« that what Chriſt there ſays to Peter, he ſays to all the 
e Apoſtles: - And ſo in like manner, ſay I, whatever 
« directions Paul gives to Timothy, he gives to all the 
Presbyters who were with him. And there is full as 
much ſenſe in the Papiſts pretending from Chriſt's 
words, that Peter had a ſupreme Power of binding 
te and looſing above all the other Apoſtles, as chere is in 
« our Adverſaries arguing, from Pauls words, that 7 7- 
« mori had a op Power of Ordaining and Go- 


the Presbyters who were with him. 
n Tem. 


f Watz, which he ſaid to him in the 
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en This long anſwer will receive a ſhort and ob- 
vious reply. Had dur Saviour never ſaid the ſame thing 
ia A es, which he did to Peter, Mat. 18. 19. 
it miſt in reaſon have been yielded, that Peter had the 
ſole or ſupreme Power of Binding and Looſing 
to him; unleſs the contrary could otherwiſe 
tainly prov d. Aude i 2 ag be God 2s un de Claim 
of ſupreme Paſtorſhip from J. 21. Is, Gr. Aud there- 
fore in anſwering the arguments of Papiſts from the fore- 
ſaid words of Chriſt, / we always ſhew that our Saviour 
elſewhere granted the ſame power to the other Apo- 
ſtles; and ove — other irrrefragable ar- 
— Prog ha no ſuch Supremacy as i by them 
And when Mr. P. or any body elſe can ſhew, that 
Se. Paul ſaid the ſame things to — that were with 
places from which 
e argue, or can otherwiſe certainly prove, that the 
Praby ters where Timothy was, had the Power of Or- 
daining without him, we will grant chat our foreſaid 
argument is anſwer d. But till then (and that, I am ſa- 
tisted, will be long enough) we ſhall have reaſon to 
| par yrs our inference be receiv d, as — leaſt, 
the contrary pretence W as 1 Now 
comes his ſixth 42 Wn 
4. The Bob of adminiſtring Sacmmend, che Ggn 
© and ſeals of the Covenant of Grace; and more eſpe- 
to 
and Blood of Chriſt, 


* cally the Power of Bleſſing and Sandiifying thi 
that it is not ea y to ſuppoſe a greater 


regent; ſeal and apply the 
« is 2 fo very great, 

power is lodg'd in any Men, than what they have who 
« receive this. There ought therefore to be clear evi- 

& dence and full proof, that thoſe whom Chriſt has in- 

c truſted with ths Power, have- not all other Powers 


* whatever, which Chriſt has lodgd in any of his Mi- 
4 niſters. 


gument from our common Adverſaries the Papiſts, who 
will allow of no Order of Miniſters above that of thoſe 


who * the — Power of Tranſubſtan- 
| Lating 


Tas sFr Sgrag 


Rem. Mr. P. ſeems to ee this ar- 
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a wo 
ciating the elements 6f Bread and Wine into the natu- 
tal Body and Blood of Chriſt. But that is little mere 
han à verbal controverly, as they manage it, About 
the meaning of the word Oraer: ſiace, while they main- 
tuin the identity of the Order of Biſhops and Prieſts or 
Presbyters, they yer aſcribe ſeveral Powers to the former, 
and particular . An of Ordination, which they deny 
to the latter. Whereas Mr. P. on the lower foundation 
of the juſt and moderate, tho truly great, Power, which 
he with us allows to Presbyters in the matter of the Sa- 
craments, and chiefly the Euchariſt, would erect a Claim 
for them to all Powers whatever belong to any Miniſters 
of Chriſt. Which is to talk very weakly and idly. The 
greater the Powers are, which we allow to Presbyters, 
is it therefore, I pray, the more or the leſs probable, that 
they ſhould have the Power of Communicating them to 
others ? Or, Is it the more or the leſs probable (eſpe - 
_ caally' they being of neceſſity numerous in every Chri- 
ſtian Comirty) there ſhould be no ſuperiour Officers to 
overſee and regulate their exerciſe of them? Or, Are 
the Powers of Nresbyter ſuch, that tis hard to ſuppoſe 
they ' ſhould be accountable to any Mortals in any re- 
? IF not, Why is it hard to ſuppoſe there ſhould 
be ſuperiour Church-Officers to call them to account, as 
to their conduct and behaviour in ſome reſpects ? "Tis 
certainly as ſuppoſable they ſhould owe a ſubjection to 
ſome ſach as haveghe ſame great and important Powers 
with themſelves, as to ſuch as have them not. And yet 
I judge Mr, P. would not infer an exemption of Pres- 
byters from the Authoriy of the Civil Magiſtrate : tho 
the natural tendency of his argument is chiefly that 
e „ | 5 
But what need of many words? There is no colour of 
incongruity in ſuppoſing, that of thoſe who have the 
Powers, and particularly that of Adminiſtring the Sacra- 
ments, which we allow to Presbyters, there ſhould be 
two Orders the one having them together with, and the 
other withour, the Power of Communicating them to 
others; the former intended, and accordingly 2 
for the chief Government of the Churches, the 1 — 


* 


Adting in ſubordination. So that there is no ſpecial 
need of clear evidence and full proc on our fide, on the 
account of any incongruity, or hardneſs to be ſuppos d, 
in the Cauſe we maintain: but that there is ſuch need of it 
on Mr. P—'s fide on another account is eaſy to be ſeen, 
as ſhall more particularly be obſerv'd anon. In the mean 
time let us here him a little more. | 
© But I muſt confeſs, I never yet could fee any tolera- 
© ble proof of it. : F ay 
- Rem. Tis very unwillingly doubtleſs , that he is 
brought to confeſs this. But there is an old proverb, 
None ſo blind as they that will not ſee. And I cannot ima- 
pune, how one that hath means, and hath taken tolera- 


le care, to be acquainted with the proofs that have been 


offer d (either of old or of late) on our fide of the preſent 
queſtion, ſhould without a conſiderable degree of wilful 
blindneſs, avoid ſeeing, that they are not only tolerable, 
but ſafficient to challenge, at leaſt, a probable aſſent, and 
a conformable practice. I can hardly frppoſe but Mr. P. 


hath ſeen and perus d our Pleas, as they have been ma- 
nag d of late, by the preſent Biſhops of Oxford and Bun- 


704 and after that, I can as hardly think he could ſpeak 
0 {lightly of chem, as he doth, but either againſt the ex- 
preſs dictates of his Conſcience (which I have no mind 
to believe) or thro' groſs prejudice. But he goes on to 

ſpeak of our proof thus, WY ; 
. * Nay, they who are moſt concern d to produce it 
© can't themſelves agree about it; but run into a multi- 
* tude of ways to confirm their opinion, which are very 
— — — other: _ tis with — more 
ſolidity and judgment they confute one another's parti - 
4 — than they eſtabliſh the great — 
& they ſtrive to maintain. 8 „ 
Rem. I can hardly forbear ſaying, that this is an un- 
conſcionable miſrepreſentation. For, tho, ſome of our 
Writers in defence of Epiſcopacy may have their peculi- 
ar opinions in ſome circumſtannal points, yet there is a 
very general (I think I may ſay, an univerſal) agree- 
ment of them in the main proofs of the great Doctrine; 
whether by that he means, the Doctrine of a rightful 
| ſtanding 


UL 
ſtanding Order or Degree of Miniſters ſuperiour to Pre. 
byrers, or the no Right. of Presbyters to Ordain, unleſs 
in concurrence with a Biſhop, or Miniſter of the ſaid ſu- 

riour Order or Degree. It he can ſhew any conſidera- 
ble number of our Writers but pretending to confute, or 


to be depended upon in proof of either of theſe points, 
ſhall own my ſelf very much miſtaken. But if he can- 
not, 1 do not ſee how he can juſtify this his repreſenta- 
tion of us to the world or his own Conſcience, _ |; 
1 hope upon the whole of what has been ſaid, I 
© may conclude, that as the Power of Ordination belongs 
«to thoſe in Office, ſo it belongs to all thoſe, who have 
the Office of Preaching and Adminiſtring the Sacra- 
& ments committed to them. 
| Nr | war ends 10 ar- * P—'s Sermon. 
is perhaps, might ſafely be ſaid to an Audito 
highly prejudic'd on his lide, or thro' 1gnorance — 
terly incapable of judging in the caſe: but it ſhould 
not for ſhame have been publiſh'd to the world. 
Tis hardly credible he himſelf can think he hath ſaid 
enough to eſtabliſh this concluſion: but if he doth ass 
think ſo, tis manfeſt he is vainly conceited of his per- 
formance. For what hath he done towards evinci 
that the Power of Ordination belongs to all that have 
authority to Preach and Adminiſter the Sacraments? 
Hath he anſwer'd all our arguments, or our main argu- 
ments, to the contrary? Or, Hath he produce d ſuch clear 
and certain proof 2 ſide, as may reaſonably ſuper- 
ſede the conſideration of oppoſite arguings? Nothing like 
either. He hath not pretended to anſwer above one ar- 


gument of ours; and he hath not ſo much as propos d 


one diſtinct head of direct proof on his ſide. All that he 
hath ſaid in chis latter kind hath come in by the by, in 
the way of anſwer to our foreſaid argument; and how- 
ever, hath been particularly conſider d, as it came in my 
way, and, I think, manifeſtly ſhewn to be inſufficient. 
Indeed for the molt part, tho deliver'd with an air of 
great aſſurance, it hath appear d to be remarkably weak 
and frivolous. | p P 
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aun, i. c. from what St. Pan / lays id his Epiltles to them. 
And 'tis true, that we do thence argue, chat theſe eminent 
Perſans were in effect, and for a time at leaſt, what we 
call Biſhops, the one of Epheſus, and the other of Crete, 
and that they, and not the ordinary Presbyters, were in- 
walted with Ne Power of —— in thoſe Churches 
ref} And this we are wont to argue by alledg- 
ing inſtauoes of Orders and Directions given 
6 — of them by ihe Apoſtle for the management 
— abibels Chandy and particularly that of 
Ordination ʒ and by appealing to all ſuch, as ſhall x 
prejudlice read and conſider thoſe Epiſtles, whether, to 
all appearance the thing be not as we ſay. And upon 
the 2 We N (noching Ae ——— appearing 
to INC con that we u ok upon 
and Tua: wt of „ {cripture-Precedent ＋ 
ſingle — hy by Apoſtol ical Inſtitution, Chief Governor 
of a Church, wich ſeveral Presbyters under him, and he- 
ving the Power of Ordination a iated to — 
fas, at Ieaſt, as that none might Ordain without him, and 
more particularly, that "We have not the Power of 
Ondination, as neceſlarily annex d to their Office. And I 
do now appeal to all ſuch, as ſhall vouchſaſe impartially 
to conſider my remarks on the ſeveral particulars of Mr. 
Pu anſwer to our foreſaid argument, whether he hath 


faid any thing ſufficient to in validate ſuch our . 


on, or to 2 6 

But, all, is is argumene the main hi — our 
Cauſe? And is there nothing ele, that we —.— great 
ſteels upon, in arguing for | Prelatical Epiſcopacy, or a- 
gainſt Presby ter ian Ordination? Far from it. Mr. P. can- 
not but know the contrary. He cannot be ignorant, that 
our Wriiers are wont to argue from the Epiſtles to the 
{even Churches in the Book of Revelation, proving (as 
they ſuppoſe) that by thoſe Angels are meant ſo many Bi- 
ſhops, or ſingle Perſons, each ruling his Church, as 
Chief Governour, and by z conſequence, that Mr. P. I 
believe wall allow, having the — of Ordination ſo 


far, 
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far, at leaſt, appropriated to him, as not to be exercis'd 
in his Church without him. - The urge likewiſe, and 
plainly ſhe w, that as tis no where ſaid in ſcripture, that 
all Presbyters, or all to whom is committed authority to 
Preach and Adminiſter the Sacraments, ſhall have the 
Power of Ordination likewiſe, or any thing to that effect, 
or from which that is deducible, ſo there is not one Seriptu- 
ral inſtance of an Ordination perform d by mere Presby- 
But the nt which we chiefly inſiſt upon, and 
which ought to be deciſive, is taken from a view of all 
the paſſages in — relating to this affair in conjun- 
_ with the practi * the neareſt ſub- 

nt We urge that the ſaid ſeriptural es 
taken — do much rather — — rd apa 
tenance, Presbyterian Ordination, and that the ſaid 
Practice and Teſtimony of ſubſequent Antiquity: are 
clearly againſt it; as proving, both in the general that 
Church Government ( whereof the Power of Ordination 


1s a — branch) was ſettled by the Apoſtles, in the 
Epiſco 


pal form ; and more particularly, that Presbyterian 
Ordination in thoſe Primitive Times was not eſteem d re- 
gular or allowable, or, indeed, valid: the earlieſt attem 

we meet with of that kind having been expreſly diſal- 
low'd, and adjudg'd invalid, and no inſtance being to be 
given of one approv'd in thoſe early times. 

This collated conſideration of Scripture with ſubſe- 
quent Antiquity is what we depend upon in the preſent 
Cauſe; and it cannot be unknown to Mr. P. that we do 
inſiſt, that the next earlieſt Accounts be compar'd with 


thoſe of ſcripture for the clearing up this matter. But 


this he is pleas'd entirely to overlook, and hopes, not- 
withſtanding ( if we may believe him ) that he hath done 
his buſineſs, and eſtabliſh'd his concluſion againſt us. 
The only thing that could have excus d this his conduct 
from the imputation of great weakneſs, or rather (ina 
Perſon of Mr. P—'s abilities)of a purpoſe of deluſion, 


was to have produc'd clear and full proof from the Scrt- 


= it ſelf of what he ſo concludes. That, I confeſs, might 


ve made it unneceſſary to have taken notice of any un. 
N ſeriptural 
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F 
enen ral Accounts. But then I ſay his ſcriptural Proof 
— t to have been clear and full; not depetident on 
doùbtful interpretations or uncertain” inferences. That 
is, it ought to have been a far better proof, than what he 
hath offer d: Which, T hope, hath appear d to be fo 
carious, that it would ſcarce ſupport # 1 | 


probabiir 
if we had nothing on our fide —— 11 
le will fay, perhaps, that the ſeripture 1s our Rule, and 
at he makes no account of uncanonical Writing in ſuch 
"Caſe as this; and therefore thought it not worth 
while to take any notice of Fathers and Councils. Of 
which more anon. In the mean time tis obſor vable, that 
he hath not examin d all that we ate wont to alledge 
from ſcripture. Why was he fo haſty to eonclude before 
had done that? Why took he no notice of the Angels of 
the ſeven Churches > Why none of the ſcriptural inſtances 
of Ordination taken altogether,as apply d by us? In prov: 
ing before, that the Power in queſtion belongs not to the 
Body of Chtiſtian People, but to choſe in Ottice, he 
© tly) judgid this a good argument, vis That all the 
dons recorded in ſcripture were perform'd by Per. 
ſons in Office. And the like is by us urg d to ſhew that 
this Power doth not belong to mere Presbyters. 'All the 
Ordinations recorded in ſeripture were perform d by ſu- 
periour Officers, without one inſtance of mere Presby ter 
Ordaining alone. And yet this is not worthy his notice. 
He may, perhaps, plead the neeeſlary brevity of a ſer- 
mon. But that can be no excuſe for his undertaking more 
than he performs, or for his drawing a conclufion hugely 
ve 94 (in the way of exceſs) to his premiſes. 
An why are not Fathers and Councils to be regarded 
in the preſent queſtion? Yea, why ſhould not the Pra- 
_ Etice and Teſtimony of the next Ages after the Apoſtles 
be allow'd to have great weight therein > Our Authors 
are wont not only to lay ltreſs on them, but to give their 
reaſon for ſo doing. And their reaſons are manifeſt and 

ne ror 4 a ky a % n 

For ſince, tho' there be good probabilities in ſcripture 
for the Epifcopal ſcheme, yer tis not therein — 
and fully declar d, what Orders of -Minifters, or what 
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Form of Church- Government, was intended for conti - 
nuance jn the Church, or in whom the Power of Ordi- 
nation was to be for ever lodg d, it cannot but be pro- 
pet to enquire into the other beſt and ancienteſt mo- 
numenis of the Church for our further ſatisfaction in 
thoſe points. And if they agree that the Epiſcopal Form 
of Governwent, was univerſally receiv'd in the Church 


within an Age or thereabouts after the Apoſtles, and 


look d upon ay of Divine or Apoſtolical Inſtitution, 
at by them, that there was any time 
| es, wherein the ſaid Form of Govern- 
ment did not generally take place, or was not ſo eſteem d, 
this Evidence, I ſay, concarring with Scriptaral Proba- 
bility, or if it be but conſiſtent with Scripture, muſt, in 
reaſon, determine all our doubts in this matter.. 
And if once the, Right of Epiſcopal Government be 


eſtabliſh d, that of Epicopal Ordination will follow of 
courſe, and will not need, tho it may be corroborated 


by, more ſpecial Evidence. And that there is ſuch à con- 
ſentient Teſtimony for Epiſcopal Church-Government, 
and ſpecial Evidence: belides from the ſame Monuments 
again(i Presbyterian Ordination, our A&G- _ 

thorsare wont plainly to ſhew : ſo plain- „, Beende. 
ly, that the moſt learned Advocates for tions of che Apoſto- 
Presbyterian Government and Ordinati- Reken. 
ou are fore d to fly to a ſuppos d Revolu- Nude 

tion in Church Government in the ſecond Century; a 


Nevalution highly improbable in it ſelf, poorly atteſted, 


and inconſiſtent wich the belt; Accounts of the Primi- 
tive Times. F 5 

And here I might produce the words of many that 
have been eminent for learning among the Proteſtants 
wanting Biſhops abroad, confelling (What, unleſs con- 
ſtrain d by evidence they, certainly, would not have con- 
feſs d) chat the Guvernment of the Church of Chriſt was 


(in the modern fene) Bpiſcopal in the ſecond Cemury, 


or next Age after the Apoſtles: but omitting others, that 
have been often quoted already by Writers on our fide, 
I ſhall content my felf with the late teſtimony of one of 
them, much vers d in 1 Antiquity, the fa- 
ec 2 mous 
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mous Monf. le Clerc ; whoſe words ( in his Book D el. 
enda inter diſſentientes Chriflianos Sententia ſubjoyn d 
= his Edition of Grotius Dr Veritate &c. Amftek 1709. 
p. 337.) ate theſe, Dux autem nunc ſunt Regiminis for- 
mz; quarum una eſt, qui ſub uno Epiſcopo, qui ſolus jus 


habet Ordinandi Presbyteros, vel inferioris ordinis Mini- 


ſtros Evangelicos, Eecleſia agitat: altera vero cùm ab 
æqualibus Presbyteris, quibus adjunguntur ex plebe Vari 
aliquot prudentes et probis moribus, Eccleſia regitur. 
Qui {ine prjudicio legèrunt quod ſupereſt ſcriptorum 
Chriſtianorum antiquiſſimorum, ſatis ndrunt--priorem 
Diſciplinæ formam, quæ Epiſcopalis vocatur, qualis eſt in 
Magnz Britanniz parte meridiand, ubique, pxoximo polt 
Apoſtolos ſæculo, obſtinuiſſe; unde eſſe Inſtitutionis A- 
poltolicz, colligere licet. There are at this time two 
forms of Government ; One whereof 15, when a Church is 
under me Biſhop, who alone hath authority to Ordain 
' Presbyters, or Goſpel- Miniſters of an_inferiour Order : 
the Other it, when a Church is govern'd by equal Presby- 
ters, in conjunttion with ſome Lay-men of prudence and 
probity. 7 hey who have without prejudice read what re- 
mains of the moſt ancient Chriſtian Writers [or Writings] 
know well enough, that the former form of Diſciptme, 
which is call d Epiſcopal, ſuch as is in the ſouthern' part 
of Great Britain, obtained every where in the next- Ape 
after the Apoſtles; whence we may gatber 1hat it is of A 
rare Inſtitution. So fully and ingenuouſly doth this 
learned French Proteſtant acknowledge both the matter of 
fact, and the proper inference to be made from it. ä 
And indeed the evidence from Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity 

is ſo ſtrong on our fide of the preſent queſtion, that I. ſce 
not how it can, without great ignorance or mighty pre- 
Jjudice, be thought incompetent, much leſs unworthy the 
conſideration of any one, that undertakes the vindication 
of the oppoſite Cauſe. Nor can I conceive how Mr. P. 
could mean fairly in drawing his Concluſion, as if fuf- 
ficiently prov'd, without taking notice of it. And yet, I 
confels;” twas much better to ſay nothing, than to vilify 
(as ſome have done) the Credit of all Fathers and Coun- 
eils. Which to do, in ſuch plain caſes of fact eſpeciall 
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2s, what form of Government was left in the Church by 
the Apoſtles, or, who exercis'd the Power of Ordination 
with allowance in thoſe early times; I ſay, to ſer at 
nought the Credit of all uncanonical Writings, in ſuch 
matters of fact eſpecially, is diſagreeable to the common 
Reaſon of Mankind, overthrows all Hiſtorical Certainty, 
undermines the Rational belief of Chriſtianity, and parti- 
cularly of the Divine Authority of the Scriptures , and 
(in the conſequence ) turns all Religion into fond 
yr wars — Enthuſiaſm. . ; 

But if ſo much regard (as we pretend) is to be had 

to uncanonical Antiquity (it may be ask d) how the 
grand Proteſtant — of the ſufficiency and perfecti- 
on of Canonical ſcripture will hold? How will that be 
a perfect and ſufficient Rule of Faith and Manners ? 
I the rather mention this; becauſe. I am ſenſible 
there is a fallacy in this matter, which (tho' one 
would think obvious enough) is wont to deceive or 
perplex many ignorant and well-meaning perſons, and 
1s too often impos d upon them by ſuch , as can hardly 
be thought not to ſee through it themſelves: and ſo it 
has been made the great engine of diſcord and diviſion 
among Proteſtants. The fallacy lies in not diſtinguiſh? 
ing between abſolute and conditional, expreſs and vir- 
tual, The true Proteſtant Principle is, That the ſcrip- 
ture is a perfect and ſufficient Rule of Faith and Man- 
ners, as that ſigniſies, a Rule that contains all thoſe 
Truths, which are abſolutely; neceſſary to be expreſſy 
believ d, and all thoſe Laws, which are abſolutely necel- 
fary to be expreſly obey d, in order to ſalvation by the 
Goſpel Covenant. 7 

But this hinders not but that there may be, and are, 
many truths, which are not contain d in ſcripture, and 
ſuch too as many times affect our religious conduct; and 
which we are bound at all times virtually (i. e. in readi- 
neſs of mind) to believe ( for ſo we are to believe all 
truth) and therefore alſo expreſly to do it, on condition 
of their being ſufficiently propos d to us: nor can we 
tolerably diſcharge the 2 of life (taught us in the 
general in Scripture ) without frequently enquiring after 


1 


ſuch 


= 4 
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much Andkziptünd umb Thus o. g. we cannot pay that 
obedience which by — — erent have 


the Rule over us, without agel eker 
Perſons ae: and tis 
ing to either che Epi de (mor ) by 
eonſulcing the @etiprive Say Nor can we know by the 
feripcure it ſelf (at leaſt not in all eaſes) that this or 
that book is, or is not, canonicalꝭ and to be accounted as 
the word of God. It were euſy to give a thouſand other 
inſtances. And, they muſt be very ignorant or inconſi- 
Gerate, who are not aware of this truth, chat 
the opplication of the Rules of ſeripture to Practice 
| — — r wing 
learn d from ſcrip ture. 191 
And fo agun — ine laus or rules of Prattice, 
not contain in ſcripture (beſides many more not ex- 
. conta d therem) ich yet we are bound to con- 
form our ſelves to, if known to us: and often are we 
bound diligentiy to feek information of them; Which 
Mr. P. fureiy will anten gut to the laws 
of our Civil Governors fgltor * 
So hat all that can be iuferd from dhe forefajd- true 
Proteſtant Principle to our pieſent purpoſt is only this, 
that our doctrine as to Epiſco —— Ordi- 
nation, is not abſolutely neceflary to be exprefly believ'd, 
nor any duty dependent therean abſoluteſy neceſſary to 
be actually perform d, in order to fal uation by the Go- 
A any farther chan the ſaid dbctriue and 
vely may be prov'd from ſoriptare. And 
this we allew. But? it doch not follow; either that no 
light is to be met with in this matter, or dat none is to 
be ſought; elfewhere than im ſcripture; and much les 
that we may reject any — evidence: in ap on pre 
tene thut it is not aral. em 
On the contrary, it bei cee from 6 that 
we ought to ſubmit our ſelves to our figh ſpiritoal 
Governors, and forſakiug others to attend upon their 
Miniſtrations, who have a lawful Call to — 
it is eoanifeſtly incumbent upom us to get the beſt infor- 
mation we can, not only from. ſuripturè, hut (here — 
reaches 
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reaches not) from other helps, concerning thoſe who 
ate our righiful Governors ſpiritual, and who are law- 


fully call d to, the Miniſtry. And wiltully to refuſe or 
ſuch information, and much more to act again(t 
the light of it, is doubtle(s, a dawning fin. If the 
ſeripture therefore doth not plainly decide the preſent 
controverſy, as certainly it doth not on the Presbyterian 
fide, Mr. P. doth ill here by his management of it to in- 


ſinuate, that no other means of information are to be 


ſought after or regarded, and worle to teach expreſsly 
(as he doth p. 4- of his Preface) that People need not 
trouble: themſelves about what we bring from Fathers and 
Conncals. in! 834 | 
What then? Would I have all private Chriſtians 
ſtudy thoſe uncanonical Antiquities? Not fo either. But 
I would have them to know, that they are in ſome caſes 
to be regarded, and to be enquir'd into by all ſuch as 
are oblig'd, or _ to examine ſuch things to 
the bottom: at , I would not have.them deluded 
into a contrary opinion. I would not have them ſeduc'd 
to think, that all particularities, which concern their 
conduct in religious matters, are ſo plainly determin'd in 
Scripture, that they need not ſeek for, or ſubmit to, any 
further direction. I would not have them led to depend 
n unreaſonable or precarious interpretations of, or 
deductions from, Scripture, either in oppoſition to the 
conſentient Teſtimony of Primitive Fathers and Coun- 
cils, or in diſobedience to, or neglect of, their own 
proper ſpiritual Rulers and Guides, or to the diſturbance 
of the Peace and Order of a National Church. Such 
abuſes of Scripture have been, and are the great occa- 
lion of thoſe errors and diviſions among Proteſtants, 
which are a ſcandal not only to the Reformation, but 
Chriſtianity it felf, and give great advantage to the Fa- 
ctors both for Popery and Lafideliry. Great, doubles, is 
the guilt of thoſe, who are the chicf Promoters and En- 


eouragers of ſuch fatal abuſes of God's Holy Word. 


How tar our Diſſenting Teachers, of all kinds, are in- 
volv'd in this guilt 1 heave to themſelves to conſider. 
Only, in zeal for our common Chriſtianity and. ap 
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6] 
ſtantiſm, as well as for the Peace and flouriſhing Eſtate 
of our Native Country, and the Church of God in it, 
and in unfeigned Charity to their Perſons, I take the li- 
berty to admoniſh and earneſtly to entreat them, ſeriouſly 
and impartially to conſider and try their ways in this re- 
gard, with a firm reſolution in their future conduct to 
prefer the Publick Intereſts of Truth and Peace and Or- 


deer before any private gains, and a good Conſcience be- 


fore any wordly reputation; and, in conſequence there- 
of, — encourage or lead their followers to make raſh 
judgments of or from words of Scripture, and much lels 
to depend upon ſuch judgments in caſes that are of mo- 
ment, either to any of the ſaid Publick intereſts, or to 
that of their own "A WOK» 5.7 | 
But to return from this dig 
call'd. It hath plainly appear d, that Mr. P. hath drawn 
his Concluſion from very inſufficient Premiſes; as 
having neither produc'd any tolerable poſitive proof of 
the Right of mere Presbyters to Ordain, nor ſo much as 
pretended to anſwer, either all our arguments to the 
contrary, or that which he muſt know we lay main 
ſtreſs upon, and have often given our reaſons for fo do- 
ing: which reaſons I am bold to ſay, as he hath not 
pretended to, ſo neither can he ever anſwer. - - 
What I ſhall farther obſerve is, that were the direct 
and proper proof on our fide far leſs cogent than it is, 
yet mere Presbyters ought not (except, at leaſt, in cafe 
of apparent neceſſity) to preſume to Ordain, without 
clear and certain proof on their ſide ; for ſeveral rea- 
\ ſons, which J ſhall here briefly mention. {ep 
1. They that being advanc'd to any Office claim a far- 
ther Power, as belonging to that Office, than was intended 
them by thoſe that promoted them to it, ought, cer- 
tainly to be able to bring very clear proof of the inſe- 
parable connexion of ſuch Power to ſuch Office. And 
therefore mere Presbyters Ordain d by Biſhops (peculiarly 
fo calld) who cannot be ſuppos d to have intended them 
the Power of Ordination ought not to claim that Power, 
unleis they can clearly prove it inſeparably annex d to 
the Office of à Presbyter. And the like proof is incum- 
anne bent 


igreſſion; if ſuch it way be / 
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pretended Presbyters as derive what Orders 
they have on or immediately from 3. | 4 

* om 


ent on ſuch pred 


Eptſcopally Ordain d. For if the Presbyters from 
r bd not Power to Odds A certain they 
cannot have it who derive from them 
2. =o who claim, and much more they who pro- 
&ed (without neceffity) to exerciſe a Power denied 
them by 'a Preſcription of many Ages, and not pre- 
tended to by any Title ſubſequent to ſuch Preſcription, 
ought, certainly, to be able to bring full proof of ſuch 
an antecedent hy. = as Preſcription” could not alter. And 
_ this is che caſe of Ordination by Presbyters merely ſuch. 
It cannot be denied but before the Reformation, thete 
was a long and univerſal Preſcription againſt it, a Pre- 
ſeription of at leaſt 12 or 13 Centuries (not to inſiſt 
now on the yet more ancient Preſeription which we 
aſſert) during which it cannot be ſhew d that any ſuch 
Ordination was allow'd in any part of the Catholick 
Church, unleſs perhaps (to prevent all needleſs diſpute) 
in ſome obſcure corner of it, and that only in one or 
two of the lateſt of thoſe Centuries. For Presbyters 
therefore to Ho to Ordain in ſpight of ſuch Pre- 
ſeription, and without neceſſity, by virtue of an ante- 
cedent Title, without being able to prove it by any 
clear and certain evidence is inexcuſable preſumption. 
And tis the more culpable, eee dee 
3. Becauſe it is "manifeſt, that none ought to take 
upon them to tranſact any ching, and much leſs any 
thing of ſo high importance, as is Ordination, in the 
Name of God, and as his Miniſters, without being able 
to prove an authority from God ſo to do, by very 
good evidence: ſo that if it were dubious or uncertain, 
whether the Power of Ordination doth of right belong 
to all Presbyters, or only to ſuch as are advance d to an 
— or Degree than the reſt of them, whom we 
call Biſhops, it is manifeſt rheſe latter only ought to 
preſume to exerciſe this Power, unleſs, 8 necel- 
| lity may authorize others to do it in ſome caſes. And 
| therefore mere Presbyters pretending ro Ordain, without 
| manifeſt” necefſity, cannot * juſtified therein, 2 
COT ; nancy 
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| 8 e, and haye been generally diſap 
— 9 the Proteſtant de ns 
deed they muſt be by many of them. . 
dee teſtimonies by them given, as of zeal for the 
reſervation of common Order and: Diſcipline 19 
th and of eſteem and affection for the Church of H- 
land in particular, ſo (what comes n to our pur- 
pole of Cillike of the ſeparation that is made from it. 
This 1 bed prove by numerous quotations; but for- 
bear, as being willing to make an end, and inſiſting upon 
85 irregularity and unwarrantableneſs of Presbyterian 
Ordination at WET, for reaſons beſore given by me, and 
re particularly dedue d by many of our Authors; and 
r inſtance, of Jon by the Right Reverend the preſent 
Flop ps of 82 ford and Bangor, to which (as far as ever 
have tak no ſhadow ot-an anſwer was ever. given. 


My undertaking. was only to examine Mr. P—'s. per- 
| formance 
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FRY WIG | e it to all ſich, toy 
prejudices % P words, Pref. pag. 5.) are bt fo 
or . lia r ru] ation, to judge 


Ag er 
the Whole —4＋ whether the Reaſons be h 
yen for his fentiments of 2 regular Million are ſo lat 
ſuppoſe he means plainly good) as he tell us 645 
they ſeem 16 bim; How well! be hath diſcharg'd 1 hy 
uiidertook;, pag. 23: bf this Setmon, vis* To Pete the 
— s and bene of the Pructict of himſelf and his 
rethren in the matter of Ordination, and that 
Wir ant for what they do, as Mivifters m it; whe- 
he hath well eſtabliſh'd his Concluſion, pag. 39. 
— the Power of Or dination belongs ro all thoſe who have 
te. Office of Preaching and Auminiſtring the Sacraments 
committed to them ; and with what juſtice his Sermon 
is entituled, Prerbyterian Ordination provid Regular. 1 
hope Mr. P. upon à Review, will be aſnam d of h his own 


1 compar d with his N and pretences. 
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Ls aw ſome ſtarter d paſſager in Mr. —— 


mon, emituled, Presbyterian Ordination 2 d 
Regular. 


HE. preface to Mr. P— gertidn abont Didiincis, 

and that patt of the Sermon it ſelf which pretends 

to overthrow the Epifcopal Claim, having been largely 
cotifider'd ; there remain only ſome ſcatter'd paſſages, 
which, as 2 Church of Eagle Man I may ſeem con- 
bernd to take notice of. And that 1 ſhall do with as 
much brevity as may be. They relate, either 1: To the 
Authority of ſpiritual Rulers in things indifferent, or, 
2. To the intereſt of the People 1 in the Choice of their 
—.— eee. oe 95 pe : _ 

As to Author! e ſays p. 17. 

s nor to the iy, rare as his Bute, ani makes 

— nf row Chrift — done, tate: the readieft 
rin to 2 peace 9 me ler Which * 
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guous form ot 0 us Dillenting. 
. Writers, and apt to be {wallow'd in the — 
unwary People, and to be apply d by them as f. 

Authors could with, without ever underſtanding what 
they diſtinAly mean by it, or whether they have any 
diſtinct meaning in it at all: which J am facisfied they 
often have not, Who uſe it. I am ſure I cannot ſa 
what Mr. P. means by it here: nor ſhall I trouble my ſe 
to ſet forth the various ſenſes in which it may be taken. 
I ſhall. only ſay, that he is much in the wrong, if he 
means thereby to condemn, either, 1. All ſuch ſpiritual 
Rulers, as take upon them to make Nules or Canons re- 
lating to Religious Worſhip or Diſcipline, and therein 
to command ſuch chings as were antecedently indifferent, 
for the ſake of Order, Decency, and Edification, or 
2. All ſuch as teach the duty of Obedience to ſpiritual 
Rulers in ſuch This 1ndeed may be call'd making 
more necellary than Chriſt hath done: but a thing 1s 
not preſently to be condemn'd, becauſe it may be invi- 
_ diouily expreſs'd. The ſame torn may be given to the 
Civil Laws of any State. The truth 1s that many, yea 
innumerable things, reſpecting our religious conduct, 
may and do become neceſſary, ( pro bic & nunc) in par- 
ticular caſes; which Chriſt never made univerſally or 
— neceſſary: and this neceſſity may proceed from 
ä lawful commands of human authority, as well as 
from other providential circumſtances. TY 

I agree with what he ſays in the ſame page, that Chriſt 
bath not miruſied his Miniſters with a Deſpotical Power, 
wor made his People ſubject to their arbitrary laws and 
commandments, that they ſhould be their Slaves, and 
tamely crouch under all the burdens they will do thems the 
honour 10 lay upon them (tho' I approve not of that 
ſcornful jeer of doing tbem 1he honour to lay burdens upon 
them, which was, certainly, intended to affect ſome 
body). I agree alſo, that this is ſufficiently caution'd 
againft by our Saviour, Matt. 20. 25, 26. But who they 
are that ground ſuch a 1yrannical diſpoſitions on our Sa- 
viaur's Commiſſion, I know not. I am ſatisfied that no 
true Son of our Church doth. But 
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Bat whereas he ſays afterwards in the ſame page, 2 ' 


Chriſt: hath not given his Miniſters (whom yet Mr. P. 
owns. to be his Rules) Power to any laws of their 
own, which are not” ſubſervient and neceſſary in order 
to the putting bis laws in execution, that is not to be ad- 
mitted. without a diſtinction. For Eccleſiaſtical laws 
may be neceſſary to the end aforeſaid, either in their go 
neral nature only, or in their pens determination 
alſo. It may be neceſſary to make a law, when it is not 
neceſſary to make it thus. V. g. It is neceſſary that laws 
or rules ſhould be made about the hour and place of 
Publick Worſhip, when yet it is not neceſſary, that this 
hour or this place ſhould be preſeribd. And, generally, 
the laws of Chriſt 1 Cor. 14. 26, 40. require, that a{/ 
things be done decently and in order, and to cdifying: the 
care of which, as to what concerns the Publick Wor- 
ſhip and Diſcipline of the Church, is, certainly, in- 
cumbent upon the Rul& of it, and cannot be by them 
diſcharg'd without making laws, canons, conſtitotions, 
or rules (call them which you will) about things in 
their own nature indifferent, and therefore in their par- 


ticular determination not neceſſary. Tis evident there - 


fore, they have authority ſo to do; the due exerciſe of 
which cannot be contrary to Matt. 20. 25, 26. (and the 
parallel places) as the words ought to be (and as by 
Mr. P. they are) interpreted. | 11 
And when the Scripture ſpeaks ſo often of Rulers in 
the Church, and expreſly requires private Chriſtians 
(Heb. 13. 17.) to Obey them that have the Rule over 
them, and ſubmit themſelves (which can with no rea- 
ſan be underſtood of inſpir d Rulers only) tis, ſurely, 
a contradiction to the Scripture, as well as a doctrine of 
confuſion to ſay, as Mr. P. doth, p. 41. that »0 regard 7s 
to be paid to the commands of Miniſters, who have not an 
infallible authority to back them : Or, as he goes on 
in the next words, We are no farther to obey Mmiſters, 
than we can ſee reaſon for their injunctions: which is as 
much as to lay, We are to do nothing at all purely in Obe- 
dence to them, notwithſtanding that the Scripture re. 


| Mr. 


quires obedience and ſubmiſſion io them. And tho! 
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ares 2 . onder to 
eds, p. 42. The Reaſon why che e 
* — tobe — 5 the Ootinthians war Sroanfe 
Be rettiv'd of the Lud whit be deer to them.” 1 Cot. 
11. 23. Aud we are hound yo Ben ben to Men in nll ſuch 
things, as rhey cum ſbe u its they hive revert d of tht Lord. 
But when they bring ns gt, *661th they haut Yecersd 
of Fathers, Connerls, Convocktions, CCS, 
ted uud from thence preſeribe ms A Ruit bow to Wor 
God, we beg their excnſe, till they ſhrw at ſome better 
#nibottty for their commands. This, I muſt own; is an 
awkward and * — way of talking! but ſo much, 
I think, is pretty plainly contain d in it, 78 That Chri- 
bun Fefe e ate to F e Ing with che com- 
mands of their ſpirituul Ralers, whatever ober rea- 
ſons — 1 give 1000 them, till they can ſhew 4 Divine Au- 
or the particulars commande. 
1 in the Gre ſtrain he goes on, We we ſure (faith 


he) we Bade juſt reaſon to engizire © hence tte theſe 


things > Are they from Fleaven or of Me (Matt. 21. 
25.) If they pretend they are from Heituen, tur will gladly 
receive them, as ſoon as they will vamehſafe to prove them 
to be ſo: But if they ſay they are of Men, we u ſtre them 
#9 reft contented with this ſhort anſwer, T hat we have one 
Maſter even G (Matt. 23. 10. ) and in theft things 
cal no Man Maſter upon Earth.” 

T not unlikely indeed, that all this, as it ſtands 
here, may be Cant, and have no diſtinct meaning : bat 
if it was — to have any, it is, probably, This, 
Thar in matters of Religion '6r Divine Worſhip (whe- 
ther Subſtantial, or Circumſtantials, variable or in ra- 
riable) we are not ſudject to the tuthority of any Man 
on eurth. The falſhood of which is manifeſt from what 
| _ deen already faid, ſufficiently at leaſt for my pre- 
fent put poſe. 1 fhall only - add,” chat fince {norwith- 
Muang what our Saviour Lim (Matt. 23. 10.) Mr. — 


Me. P. ev i lade ole Tibor e ple 
in aer elauſe, than in the a by atom 


Hllible authority, for them, it will come, 1 doubt to 
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Wk Mr. p e ee 17. that 
the s gihim d ue ſuch power 5. e. no power 10 em 
a 14Ws. 1 ir own, but what were, not a [ubſerti- 

2178. * wece//ery in order io the execution of Chrif.s laws; 

he means, that they, claim d not a power 10 
— * auy laws, but what were 22 in che ir particu · 
lar determination, or to command any thing chat was 
ind} ** os by am 4 he lays NDS cannot 
prove. Nay, we find on the contrary, that che Apoltles 
8 excercis d ſuck a Power. Thus St, Pa, and 
173 beter ( Roms. 16. 16. 1 C, 1. 29, 2 Cr. 13. 1a. 
5. 20. 1 Per. 3. 14.) order d Chriſtians to teſti- 
5 their mutual love by a kits: which cultom; was long 
retain'd in their religious allemblies. Thus St Paal 
95 law or order for the Churches of Galatia and Co 
hay Gr. 16. 1, 2.) appointing the firſt — che 
week (Which, 1 Was a convenient, but not a ne: 
e to lay by ſome what for: the 
"my that were podr. And ſo he order d or enacted 
(17am, 5. 9. ) chat @ widow fbould wot be taken inte the 
number ( whether of Deaconceſſes or Almſwomen it mat- 
ters not to the preſent purpole) ander threeſcore year s ald. 
And ( ibid. u. 1 8 that an accuſation ſhould not ba recetu d 
againſt an, Elder, but before two or three avitneſſes. And 
St. Faxes c. 5. v. 14. prelcrib'd the ceremony ot anvint- 
ing the fick with oyl, to be perform d by In Elders. of 
the Church in conjunction with their. prayers. In all 
theſe inſtances, there are things enjoyn'd, chat were in- 
different before; laws made, that were not in their par- 
ucular determination neceſſary. And therefore Mr. P. 
was much in the wrong, if he meant to. ſay, that the Apo- 
ſtles did not elaim a Power to make any ſuch laws. And 
neither. the Text which he ſubjoyns ( 2 Cor. I. 24.) not 
his Comment upon it makes any thang at all towards the 
proof of ſuch an aſſertion. It relates only to matters of 
aich, and to che diſproving ſuch an authority therein, as 
our Church doth not pretend to. And 


a. wn 


1 n 
And whereas he ſubjoyns p. 18. chat 1 Elders and 
Bure the Church ure forbidden elſe where to exerciſe ax 
arbitrary authority, and (1 Pet. 5. 3. to Lord#t over God's 
Heritage; that we alſo grant. But chat is not inconſiſtent 
with the authority which we'aert” ro ſpiritual Rülers: 
which is not an arbitrary, but a limited, authority; an au- 
thority ,. not to command Whatever they pleaſe, tho 
within the bounds of What is lawful, but ſuch things 
only as tend to Ediſication. Nor are they 0 Lord it over 
Gn, Heritage i. e. to treat the people of Chriſt commit - 
ted to their charge as their fla ves, or their ſervants, or 
even after the manner of tempofal ſubjects; but to go- 
vern chem with paternal tenderneſs, with a ſpirit of love, 


and meeknefs, and condeſcenſion; to 74 o commands 


upon them, but for their own ſpiritual good, i. e. for the 
general of the People, as well as for the better exe- 
cution of the laws of Chriſt; to reclaim the diſorderly, 
if it may * by the gentle methods of inſtruction, per- 
fwaſion und idtreaty; to uſe no outward compulſion, 
and never to inſſict ſpiritual penalties, but wi griet, 
and with a declared readineſs to take them off upon pro- 
teſtimonies given of repentan ern. 
And this may faffice in anſwer to all that Mr. P. bach 
advanc'd in this Sermon againſt that authority, which 
we alert to ſpiritual Rolers in things indifferent. And 1 
hope it may help to clear up the doubts of ſome about it. 
2 The other. ſort of ſcatter d palſages, wherein our 
Church may ſeem concern'd, relate to the Intereſt of 
the People in the Choice of their Paſtors. As to which 
he ſays p. 28. That be it abſolutely 55 Amiſters im- 
Mang a particular Miniſter upon a People without their 
approbatiom, That /ince the extraordinary Gift of diſcern- 
| ng Joris is ceasd in 1he Charch, and none can now pre- 
te * at? by an — 1 in 2 rg 
tis, be thinks, unreaſonable People ſhould i 
their liberty of refuſing any Perf propos d to 225 and 
T bat this they always had in the ancient and purer times 
of the Church as every one (he ſays ) muſt acknowledge 
wwho bnows any thing of Charch Hiftory. © 
No that the people did generally ſoon after, but not 
E52 n | * in, 
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i che Apollles times, tor ſeveral ages enjoy the li 
Mr. P. of, with relation eſpecially, to the Bilge 


ro be p d over them, muſt be granted » but chat 
they enjqy d it univerſally, aud from the very times of 
the Apoſtles, may well be doubted It doth not appe 
however, that they had any divine unalterable he 
thereto." And then as to the reaſonableneſs of denying. it 
them now, it being a prudential point, were beſt left co 
the judgment of our ſuperiours; and it doth not become 
us forwardly to cenſure their determinations. There was 
certainly in the Ages next after the Apoſlles great reaſon 
for allowing the Pepple: this liberty, which: with us here 
hach ceas d: and there is-now great reaſon, againſt it he 
which did not then take place. Nor is it in the Power 
er 


of our ſpiritual Rulers, to reſtore the People to that 1 
berty, which themſelves have given up, both by the 
content given (as it may. be preſum d] at the G 
inſtitution of Patronage in each Church, and howeys 
by ſuſfrring a long undiſturb d Preſeription for; it, 
id by repeated Acts of their Repreſentatiyes in Parlia- 
nent confirming it: by wh¹om, when they ſhall chin 
themſelves hereby aggriev d, it will be proper for them 
to move for redreſs. errut CL DOE 12 4 61 
But in the mean time how ſhall we defend our pre- 
tence of Conformity to the Primitive Church; 05 
that boaft ſo much , Mr. P. ſays ibid. will not eaſily Jing 
ay thing | therein: of the: Rights ef Patramge? The, 1 
ſwer is not diflicult: For we do not-[pretend a Contor- 
mity to the Primitive Church in all chings of a yariab. 
nature. Nor do we think it any diſeredit to differ there- 
from in ſuch things, when diffetence of circumſtances 
ſo perſwades. What we pretend, What we value and 
extoll our Church for, is, that in her Conſtitution as to 
Doctrine, Worſhip and Diſcipline, (taking all together) 
ſhe is more conformable to the Primitive Model than any 
other at this day differing from her. And this may be, 
notwithſtanding the Rights of Patronage and many other 
variable uſages, obtaining in her, which were not from 
the beginning; and notwithſtanding her non- reception 
of other the Pike uſages, which in ſome of the catlieſt 
Ages did obtain. FE What 


LJ 
Wf̃at fold u Mr. P. ſhould be aſham'd of: Patrenage, 


the fays, is na upon Afts of Parliament, an agrecable 
2 7 4 2 1 b han innt — 
coantenance from the Now, we own 


r We do 
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Make Clergy: __ — — 
E it were, in ſoinere 
#6vg vn. But we ure 


A in ſuch manner wie doch, 


— 
ure: the rathes, becauſe ſhe doth it, 
arth 800 faſt deference'to the Civil Authority, and 


ofiratitude to the fame for the Protection and 
5 1 a welt . for e eee which 1 


not 


it 
And we 
che general ſenſe 


Wi be an Human 
bath any 
Heartily wiſh 


The” receives therefrom j as alſo in ac 
1 f the Nous Munificence and Liberaliry 
Iy inſiſt on. 28800 - GH TG 
Fed mae mean Mr. F. ſhould be aſham'd of, 
| of As of /Parkament bring 
ut gr hung b for a 'P artiamentary. Church: 
whereby he pliihfy infinuates, that pur's is a 
Church, and that in ſuch a ſenſe, as to render A ct 
0 Mliament a Rule agrerable enough for Her. Which 
er din ſalſe, 'reproach we have met wich from 
* and are ſorry to find it taken up at- 
ter chem by 1 But alas! this ſort of 
eatihent from them is no new ching. We have uſually 
vf them ready to chime in with the calumnies 
Woche foul practices of Papiſts to our harm. The 
.cnatirey' of of them againſt our Church feems to 
Hrve ſwallow'd up their Zeal againſt Popery, — 


Have rendred them regardleſs of from that 
ter, but when they cun ſerve the ſeparate in of 


their party by elamours/abour' them. This was too ob- 


lex vable in the reign of the late K. James. Then, when 
the danger of P Was the Diſenters were 
"moſt ſilent about it; when Romiſh Writer were moſt 
diligent to pervett people to it, their's were notoriouſly 
remiſs .— them aguinlt it; and when the Go- 

—_ - vernment 
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vernment proceeded in che molt illegal and arbitrary wax 
for the introduction of it, they (generally) inſtead of 1 i 
2 oppoling were encouragers add promoters of 

ole meaſures: and many of them, ag I have been cre- 
dibly inform d, were een and Inſtruments of Papiſis 
in diſperſing their books and vile pamphlets to under · 
mine the eſtabliſh'd Church of ug land, and to draw 
over unwary people to the Romiſh Communion. Tis 
the leſs wonder that Mr. P. here takes up that jeſuitical 
„* which hath occaſion d this reflection, and 
which, I ſay, is as falſe as bitten. | wk 
For the Reformed Church of Zng/ang, ſo maligned by 
Papiſts and Sectaries, is not of Parliamentary, but Evan- 
. Original. Other Providential Cauſes indeed con- 
curr d to the furtherance and ſettlement of our Reforma- 
tion: but it chiefly owes it's Riſe and Progreſs to the 
Goodneſs of God in diſpelling the Miſts of Popiſh igno- 
rance and errour, and cauſing the pure light of his Go- 
ſpel to thine _ this land, by the Preaching of ſuch 
whom he rais'd up for that purpoſe, and many of whom 
became glorious Martyrs for his Truth. The Articles, Li- 
turgy, and Canons of our Church were the Works not 
of -Parliament, but of Convocation 1, e. of Spiritual 
Paſtors Synodically aſſembled; of ſuch, I ſay, making 
the word of God ( with a juſt but ſubordinate regard to 
the practice of the Primitive Church) their Rule. 
And tho we gladly acknowledge that the ſaid Articles 
and Liturgy, and the general frame aud main points of 


our Diſcipline, have been approv'd by Parliaments and 


corroborated with Civil Sanctions, and ſo our Church 
hath receiv'd that Legal Eſtabliſhment, which all other 
Proteſtant Churches have procur'd, where they could; 
that will not denominate it a Parliamentary Church in 
any proper ſenſe, much leſs in the r 
our Adverſaries. Such Eſtabliſhment indeed is a good | 
reaſon why our Church ſhould pay the greater regard 

and deference to the State, making it the returns of zca- | 
lous loyalty, and ready compliance in things lawful ; but 


it lays no obligation upon her to make Acts of Parlia- 
— — ( as a Church 7 to comply with chem 
| | 2 in 


1 7661 


in any thing difagreeab 
of eh be done in any congruity with her funda- 
mental Principles. Tho therefore we can forgive ſuch re- 
fllections, as chis of Me. P. wehave no reaſon to take them 
in good part. They ſavour not of any friendly concern 
but rather of envious rancour. We can hardly believe 
that they who indulge their reſentments fo far agaiuſt 
dur Church, are willing to live peaceably under a Tolera- 
tion, or to be content with any thing leſs than the over- 
throw of our happy Eſtabliſhment. And therefore, how- 
ever moderate ( or equal) we are, or ſhould be, an our 
temper, if we have any true zeal for our Eccleſiaſtical Con- 
ſtitution, we cannot but be watchful againſt ſuch immo- 
derate Adverſaries'of it, and appear with vigour againſt 
all their attempts to leſſen it's ſecurity. | 
Il ſpeak not this with any wiſh to the Revival of thoſe 


Penal Laws, which Mr. P. ſeems to have had in his 


when he ſays pag. 46. that it is unreaſonable, un- 
Jede an peas to confine Men by temporal Penal- 
es to any particular Miniſter : neithet can I bear, with- 
out ſome indignation, to have them ſtigmatiz d by Diſ- 
ſenters as unreaſonable, unchriſtian and barbarous; 
both becauſe that is a rude, deep, and unjuſtifiable 
reflection on former Proteſtant Princes and Parliaments; 
and becauſe it peering the favour of the preſent In- 
dulgence, repreſenting is no better than only forbearing 
what it were unreafonfble, unchriſtian and barbarous to 
do, and fo meriting little or no return of reſpect or 
thanks. That thoſe Laws did confine Men to any parti- 
cular Miniſter, is not exactly true; tho it be no wonder 
that Mr. P. in his exaggerating way, ſhould give that 
turn of expreſſion to what was really enacted by them: 
which in ſome circumſtances to enact is neither un- 
— — CO much-leſs barbarous. And 
they who have the Legiſlature, are properly to/judge 
when thoſe — — happen. The rrach — For 
Perſons living in the ſame Pariſh to have different 
Paſtors at their private diſcretion is a diſorder not to be 
tolerated without ſpecial cauſe : and a boundleſs liberty 


of that kind is: ſcarce ever tolerable in a Chriſtian Na- 


tion. 


8. 


le to the Word of God: neither 
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tion. And how ſweet ſoever the Name, how popu- 
lar ſoever the Cauſe, of Liberty is, an Exceſs there- 
of is, certainly, as pernicious as a defect: and — 
who court the People by Doctrines of Licentiouſn 
and Diſorder are as great Enemies to Human Society, 
as they who court Princes by Doctrines of Tyranny 
and Slavery. Wa 4 
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F we abſtract from Epiſcopal Government all acci- 
dentals, and conſider only what is effential and ne- co 
ceſſary to it; we ſhall find in it no more but this: 
An appointment of one Man of eminent Sanctity, 
and Sufficiency to have the care of all the Churches, 
within a certain Precinct, or Dioceſs; and furniſhing 
him with authority (not abſolute, or arbitrary, but re- 
gulated, and bounded by Laws, and moderated by join- 
ing to him a convenient number of affiſtants) to the in- 
tent that all the Churches under him may be provided of 
good and able Paſtors: and that both of Paſtors and 

eople, conformity to Laws, and performance of their 
duties be required, under penalties not left to di- 
{cretion, but by Law appointed. 


1c. IL 


To this kind of Government, I am not by any par- 
ticular intereſt ſo devoted, as to think it ought to be pu 
maintained, either in oppoſition to Apoſtolick Inſtitu- me 
tion; or to the much deſired reformation of Mens lives, Tin 
and reſtauration of Primitive Diſcipline ; or to any Law nd 


2 or 


75 
or Precept of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt: for 
that were to maintain à means contrary to the end; for - 
—— our 2 — end for — Church- 
_ Government is appoin ut it it ma demonſtrated 
(or made much more probable than the contrary) as I 
yerily think it may: I. That it is not t to the 
Government ſettled in and for the Ch y the Apo- 
ſtles. II. That it is as compliable with the Reformation 
of any evil which we defire to reform, either in Church 
or State, or the introduction of any Good which we de- 
fire to introduce as any other kind of Government: And, 
III. That there is 20 Law, 30 Record of our Saviour 
againſt it! Then, I hope, it will not be thought an un 
reaſonable Motion, if we humbly deſire thoſe that are 
in Authority, eſpecially the High Court of Park 
that it way not be facrific'd to our, or over-born by 
Violence: and though (which God forbid) the greatet 
part of the Multitude ſhould cry, Cracifie, Crucifie ; yet 
our Governours would be ſo full of Juſtice and 
as not to give it up, until they — underſtand 
concerning Epiſcopacy it ſelf, Quid mali fecit? 
DO IRE = 7 3 28 c: 
JR 3 — only of the fitſt of —— 
three points: that Epiſcopacy is not repugnant to 
Govertiment fettled i his Church for perpetuity by the 
Apoſtles. Whereof I conceive this which follows is as 
_ a Demonſtration, as any thing of this nature is ca- 
e of. | 8 
7 Ber this Government was receio'd univerſally in the 
Charch, either in the Apoſtles time, or preſently after, is 


fo evident and  lronable, that the moſt learned Ad. 
verſaries of * ab themſelves confeſs it. 
5 SBC r. IV. 


Petrus Malinæus in his Book, De munere paſtorali, 
written in defence of the 725 Govern» 


_ ——— , That preſently after the Apoſtles 
times, or even in their time (as Eccleſtaſtical flory wits 
neſſeth) it was ordained, 7 hat in every Cily one \ 


8 


5 % 
Presbytery ſhould be called a Biſhop, who have pre- 
— over bis Collegues ; — camfuſion biel oft 
times ariſeth out of equality. And truly this farm of Go 


ernment all Churches every where received. _ 
$26 { 1 8 Bc r. V 48 | . | 
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-  Theodorus Srsa in his Tract, De triphict HEpiſcopatiis 


d d Epiſcopacy, into three kinds, Diuine, Hu- 
mane and Satagica /; and attributing to the ſecond (which 
he calls Humane; but we maintain and conceive to be 
Apoſcalca/) not only a priority of Order, but a ſupe- 
Tiority of Power, and Authority over other Presbyters, 
bounded yet by Laws and Canons provided againſt Ty- 
ranny: be clearly profeſſeth that of this kind of Epi- 
Jcopacy, is to be underſtood whatſoever we read con- 
cerning the authority of Biſhops (or Preſidents, as 
Faſtin Martyr calls them) in /enatins, and other more 


. e e in effect the {ame thing. For, having 


acient Writers. ont 
RET LETT CV} 
Certainly, from * theſe two great Defenders of the 
Presbytery, we ſhould never have had this free acknow- 
tedgment; (fo prejudicial to cheir own pretence, and ſo 
adyantagious to their Adverſaries purpoſe) had not the 
evidence of clear and undeniable truth enforced them to 
it. It will not therefore be neceſſary, to ſpend any time in 
confating that uningenuous aſſertion of the anonymous 
Author of the Catalogue of Teſtimonies, for the equality 
of Biſhops and. Presbyters, who affirms, 7 hat therr Di/- 


pari | 


iy began hong after the Apoſtles times: But we may 
fafely take for granted that which theſe two learned 
Adverſaries haye confeſſed ;-and ſee, whether upon this 
foundation laid by them, we may not by unanſwerable 
| reaſon raiſe this ſuperſtrutture; 
© *'To when two others ald from Geneva may be added : Daniel Chamierus (in 
Faniſtratia, tom. 2. lib. 10. cap. 6. ſet. 24.) And Nicol. vedelius ( Exer- 
erat. 3. in Epiſt. Ignatii ad Phaladelph. cap. 14. & Exercit. B. in Epift. ad Ma- 
riam, cap. 3.) which is fully demonſtrated in D. Hammond*s Diſſertations againſt 
Blonde! ( which never were anſwered, and never will) by the Teftsmenies of thoſe 
who wrote in the ver) next Age after the Apoſtles, 17 That 
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N ye Government is confaſſedy ſs m. 
cient and ſo — 4 — with reaſon 22 
be Apo/tolick 5970! © 4. F 
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For ſo grert 4 4s between Presbyrerin 


| Go« 
vernment, and Epiſcopal; could not poſſibly have pre: 
vaited all the world over in a little time. Had Epiſcopal 
Government been an aberrition from (or à corruption 
of) the Government left in the Churches by the Apo- 
ſtles, it had been very ſtrange, that it ſhould have been 
received in any one arch b talen, or that it ſhould 
have prevailed in a// for thatry Ages after. Variäfle de- 
buerat etror Ecclefiarum: quod autem apud omnes unum 
eft, non eſt erratum, fed traditum Had the Churches 
&rr'd, they Would baue varied : tubut therefore is one and 
the fame all chme mot ſure by Error, but Tra- 
dition. Thus Tertullian argues very probably, from the 
conſetit of the Churches of his time, not long after the 
Apoſtles, and that in matter of opinion much more ſub- 
xt to unobſery'd alteration. But that in che frame and 
ſübltance of. the neceffiry Goverument of the Church, 
a thing always in ufe and practice, there ſnould be; fo 
ſudden. a change, as preſently after the Apoſtles times; 
and fo univerſal, as received in all the Churches; this 
i e ‚ f © 
| * S 8 C 7. VIII. 
For, wflar univerſal canfe can be aſſign d or feign d 
of this amber ſal Apoſtaſie? You will not imagine that 
the Apoſtles, all or any of them, made any decree for 
this change when they were living; or left order for tt 
in any will or teſtament, when they were dying This 
were to grant the queſtion ; to wit, that the Apoſtles, 
being to leave the Government of the Churches them- 
ſelves; and either ſeeing by experience, or foreſcemy by the 
Spirir of God, che diſtractions and diforders, which 
would arife from a multitude of equals, ſubſtituted Epi- 
ſcopal Government inftead of their own. General Coun- 
cils to make a law for a — change, for _—_— 
C 


A 
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there was none. There was no Chriſtian Emperour, no 
coercive. power over the Church to enforce it. Or, if 
there had been any, we know no force was equal to the 
courage of the Chriſtians of thoſe times. Their lives were 
then at Command (for they had not ben learnt to fight 

tor Chriſt) but their obedience to any thing, againſt his 
Law was not to be commanded (for they had perfectly 
learnt to die for him.) Therefore there was no power 
then to command this change; or if there had been any, 
it had been in vain. A ION al 

ä _ S. r. - AR 
Wat device then ſhall we ſtudy, or to what fountain 
ſhall we reduce this ſtrange pretended alteration ? Can 
it enter into our hearts to think, that all the Presbyters 
and other Chriſtians then, being the Apoſtles Scholars, 
could be generally ignorant of the will of Chriſt, touch- 
ing the neceſſity of a Presbyterial Government? or dare 
We adventure to think them ſo ſtrangely wicked all che 
world over, as, againſt knowledge and conſcience, to 
conſpire againſt it? Imagine the Spirit of Diotrepbes had 
entred into ſome, or a great many of the Presbyters, and 

| polleſled them with an ambitious. deſire of a forbidden 

ſuperiority, was it poſſible they ſhould attempt, and at- 

chieve it once without any oppoſition or contradiction? 
and beſides, that the contagion of this ambition ſhould 
ſpread it ſelf and prevail without ſtop, or controul ; 
nay, without any noiſe or notice taken of it, through 
all the Churches in the world; all the watchmen in the | 
mean time being ſo faſt aſleep, and all the dogs ſo dumb, I} the 
that bee. ſo much as one ſhould open his mouth a- I ore 
gainſt _- IT | | | | 


| " Secr, X. * 
But let us ſuppoſe. (cho it be a horrible untruth) that Ap 
the Presbyters and People then, were not ſo good Chri- 
Alians as the Presbyterians are #ow ; that they were gene- 
rally ſo negligent to retain the Government of Chriſt's 
Church commanded by Chriſt, which we now are ſo zea- 
Iqus to reſtore : yet certainly we muſt not forget, nor de- 
. ny 


6] 


ny, that they were men af we are. And if we look upon 


them but as meer natural men; yet, knowing by experience, 


how hard a thing it is, even for Policy-arm'd with pow-- 


er by many attempts and contrivances, and in a lon 
dime, to gain upon the liberty of any one people; un- 
doubtedly we ſhall never entertain fo wild an imagina- 


tion, as that, among all the Chriſtian Presbyreries in the 
world, neither conſcience of duty, nor love of liberty, 


b 


ng averſeneſs from pride and uſürpation of others over 
m, ſhould prevail fo much with any one, as to op- 


poſe this pretended univerſal invaſion of the Kingd 
of Jeſus Chriſt, and the liberty of Chriſtians. 

25 SECT. XI. n 
When I ſhall ſee therefore all the Fables in the Meta. 


. 


morphoſer ated and prove Stories; when I ſhall ſee all 


the Democracies and Ariſtocracies in the world lie down 
and ſleep, and awake into Monarchies; then will I be- 
gin to believe that Presbyterial Government, having 
continu'd in the Church during the Apoſtles times, ſhould 
preſently after ( againſt the Apoſtles doctrine and the 
will of Chriſt) be whirl'd about like a ſcene in a Maſque 
and transformed into Epiſcopacy. - In the mean time, 
while theſe things remain thus incredible, and, in humane 
reaſon, impoſſible, I hope I ſhall have leave to con- 
clude-thus: 4 ** * * 

Epiſco Government i acknowledged to have. been 
univerſally received in the Church, preſently after the 
Apoſtles times. a . 

Between the Apoſtles times and this preſently after, 
there was not time enough for, nor pollibility of, ſo 
great an alteration. f 5 

And therefore there was no ſuch alteration as is pre- 
tended, and therefore Epiſcopacy being confeſſed to be 
ſo ancient and Catholique, muſt be granted alſo to be 
Apoſtolique, Nuo erat demonſtrandum. 
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